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Coal: The Rock That Burns 

America is the king of coal, with enough 
accessible reserves for hundreds of 
years of usage. Though the United 
States profitably exports coal and uses 
it for nearly 50 percent of America’s 
electricity, the EPA is attacking coal. 
(March 19, 2012, 48pp) TNA120319 


Paying Down U.S. Debt 

Before It’s Too Late 

The U.S. national debt is in dangerous 
territory — almost as high as it has 
ever been. As other countries have 
shown us, much more debt will likely be 
disastrous. Not only must we pay it off, 
we can pay it off. (April 9, 2012, 48pp) 
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(Re)Calling 

Governor Scott Walker 

The recall vote for Wisconsin Governor Scott 
Walker is important because it deals with 
issues that are relevant in states across the 
country, and has led to, in the politically 
charged atmosphere surrounding the election, 
the facts being distorted. (June 4, 2012, 48pp) 
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The Supreme Court will issue a ruling 
on the constitutionality of ObamaCare 
shortly, but even if the court deems it 
unconstitutional, much of it that has 
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effect — and impose costs. (May 7, 2012, 
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Knowing Every Bit About You 

In America, there is a broad perception 
that we have “privacy” rights. However, 
the government is collecting all electronic 
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physically stripped for almost no pretext. 
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POLITICS 

(Re)Calling Governor Scott Walker 

by Brian Farmer — In the effort to recall Wisconsin Governor Scott 
Walker, much has been said about his record to date, but politics 
being what it is, many of the claims simply aren’t true. 
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Drones Over America 
by Charles Scaliger — The Federal Aviation Administration is 
issuing permits for drones in the United States. 


ENVIRONMENT 


Twenty Years of Tampering 

by William EF Jasper — Twenty years after the UN’s Earth Summit, 
which aimed to put every human action under UN control, they're 
still at it. 
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ECONOMY 


Deregulation and Jobs 
by Bob Adelmann — Deregulation is often deemed dangerous, but 
regulations come with their own ailments. 


BOOK REVIEW 


The Left’s War on Women 

by Patrick Krey — The Pill, celebrated for giving women “sexual 
freedom,” has been a time bomb, whose detonation has left in its 
wake devastated children, men, and, especially, women. 
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HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 

Duty, Honor, Country 

by Jack Kenny — General Douglas Macarthur, a highly successful 
military leader and decorated soldier, did not glorify war — he 
wanted to end it. 
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Don’t Pay Down Debt 


I was absolutely bewildered by your April 9 
cover story, “Paying Down U.S. Debt Before 
It’s Too Late.” The article was wrong-headed 
from so many different angles that it’s hard 
to know where to begin. It’s something one 
would expect from CATO, Reason, or some 
other neo-con rag, but certainly not from THE 
New AMERICAN! Paying off the so-called 
U.S. debt is like waking up in the middle of 
the night to find a cat-burglar robbing you 
blind, handing him your life’s savings from 
under the mattress, and then sending him off 
with a pat on the back. 

Scaliger doesn’t even bother to explain to 
whom the “debt” is owed: a cartel of banking 
conspirators who have hoodwinked an entire 
nation into selling their birthright for a mess 
of pottage! And Scaliger is losing sleep over 
how we’re going to “repay” these criminals? 
Let them go to Hell and wait! 

He paints Baby Boomers with a wide 
brush, casting us all as hedonistic, self-serv- 
ing, and irresponsible. While that may be an 
accurate description of the “marchers” that 
get the TV coverage, it is certainly an affront 
to those of us who have awakened to a sense 
of our awful situation. And please excuse us 
for having enough intelligence to see the in- 
sanity of putting our money in savings at one 
or two percent while inflation steals it at five 
or 10. 

Scaliger naively suggests that all we have 
to do is elect some honest Congressmen 
who understand correct principles of money, 
have at least a rudimentary comprehension 
of the Constitution, and will honor the oath 
that they take to uphold it. Should we be so 
fortunate to find such people and get them 
elected, they are soon bought and paid for 
(with very few exceptions) by the very con- 
spiracy we hope to eliminate. 

The problem is not the national debt. The 
problem is our fiat currency and the bank- 
ing conspiracy that created it and thereby 
controls our government from the shadows. 

In short, Scaliger’s article is an excellent 
treatise on hacking at the leaves of evil. 

DANIEL B. JOHNSON 
Lakebay, Washington 
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Health Insurance & the Pill 


There has been much debate about requiring 
the “pill” to be included in all health insur- 
ance programs. It is surprising to me that 
none of the possible serious health problems 
associated with the pill are being included in 
the discussions. 

Internist Dr. Chris Kahlenborn com- 
pleted an extensive study linking the pill, 
as well as abortion, to the rapid increase 
in breast cancer among younger women. 
Even for casual observers, the very large 
and alarming increase in breast cancers 
since the advent of the pill has become an 
issue for concern. 

Some years ago, I participated in the coun- 
trywide Woman’s Health Initiative spon- 
sored by the National Institutes of Health 
(NIH). The study was initiated to determine 
if the pill would delay the onset of osteopo- 
rosis. The study was abruptly concluded in 
March 2004, only seven years into the proj- 
ect. The NIH announced that it had stopped 
in the interest of safety, after preliminary 
data showed serious heart distress, including 
blood clots, as well as increased cancer risk 
as compared with the control group. 

Also, according to clinical psychiatrist Mir- 
iam Grossman, the federal Center for Disease 
Control has a report indicating that one in four 
adolescent girls has a sexually transmitted in- 
fection (STD). In addition to STDs that older 
generations are familiar with — syphilis, gon- 
orrhea, and chlamydia — we now have some 
two dozen different bacteria, parasites, fungi, 
and viruses, including some that are incurable 
and often fatal. 

Dr. Grossman has been professionally 
counseling college-age females, and provides 
frightening statistics on the spread of STDs, 
the problems of infertility, and the difficulty 
of finding a partner who isn’t infected. 

Casual sex can lead to a betrayal of trust 
and attachment, and a single encounter, with 
or without protection, can have profound 
life-long consequences, and it is often the 
girls who pay the biggest price. 

How does one define “pandemic’’? 

LAVERNE SOBER 
Greensburg, Pennsylvania 
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“Tf you want a UN on steroids, you want the Law of the Sea Trea- 
ty,” then-Senate Minority Whip Trent Lott (R-Miss.) declared in 
a 2007 news conference. The treaty, Lott explained, “undermines 
U.S. sovereignty,” “would create a huge UN bureaucracy” to rule 
the U.S. private sector and military, “would undermine U.S. mili- 
tary and intelligence operations,” and “would be a huge problem 
in terms of navigational rights.” 

Lott, then just months away from resigning from the Senate, 
added that he had fought the Law of the Sea Treaty (LOST) dur- 
ing his entire 34-year political career. “It was bad law” in the 
1980s, he said, “and it is today.” 

Five years later, however, the man who once claimed that Sen- 
ate ratification of LOST would “cede our national sovereignty 
— both militarily and economically,” is lobbying that very body 
to approve the treaty. “Despite his previous opposition,” wrote 
Lachlan Markay of the Heritage Foundation in April, “disclosure 
forms filed for the first quarter of 2012 ... show that Lott is one 
of four lobbyists from the Breaux Lott Leadership Group, a sub- 
sidiary of lobbying giant Patton Boggs LLP, pushing for Senate 
ratification of the treaty.” 

What changed Lott’s mind about LOST? The obvious answer 
is money. Shell Oil Company, which thinks it stands to gain fi- 
nancially from LOST ratification, paid Breaux Lott $80,000 dur- 
ing the first quarter of 2012 to lobby for the treaty. Pike Associ- 
ates, another lobbying firm, gave Breaux Lott $30,000 to lobby 
for LOST ratification, at least in part to advance environmental 


interests. The Pew Charitable 
Trusts, which hired Pike to 
lobby for LOST, “pushed hard 
for the treaty with a campaign 
headed up by the former head 
of governmental affairs for the 
radical environmentalist group 
Greenpeace,” Markay reports. 

Lott’s office, says Markay, 
“declined to comment on the 
apparent discrepancy in the 
former Senator’s position on 
the issue” when Heritage’s Brian Darling asked about it. Yet it 
is difficult to think of any other reason that Lott should suddenly 
support a treaty he had so vehemently opposed for so long. 

Indeed, Lott’s departure from the Senate was viewed by many 
as an attempt to cash in on his years of experience on Capitol Hill. 
He resigned on December 18, 2007, just two weeks before the 
Honest Leadership and Open Government Act, which prohibits 
legislators from becoming lobbyists for two years after leaving 
office, went into effect. On January 7, 2008, he and former Sen. 
John Breaux (D-La.) opened Breaux Lott, and they’ve been rak- 
ing in the simoleons ever since. 

Unfortunately, Lott was right about LOST during his time in 
the Capitol, and he is now doing a disservice to his country by 
lobbying for its ratification. 


Welcome to the Renewable Energy Future: A Lesson From Germany 


Germany’s power grid is in trouble, and government regulators 
are warning something must be done before the onset of winter’s 
usual skyrocketing energy demands. They say the current grid 
is unable to support the forced transition from nuclear to gov- 
ernment-mandated “renewable” energies and must be expanded 
quickly to avoid blackouts. 

“The situation of the power grid in the Winter 2011/12 was 
very tense,” recounted a May 7 press release announcing pub- 
lication of the annual report from the Federal Network Agency 
(FNA), Germany’s energy regulating bureau. But the tension 
didn’t surprise regulators. 

Last August they recommended precautionary measures in 


light of the nuclear power station shutdowns forced by Germany’s 
nuclear energy exit bill. The legislation, passed in July in a knee- 
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jerk reaction to Japan’s Fukushima nuclear power plant disaster, 
wiped out 40 percent of German nuclear capacity. This, along 


with the unpredictability of wind and solar power and February’s 
unexpected gas supply shortage, forced the country to lean heav- 
ily on emergency reserves and imports from Austria. 

“Reserve capacity in Germany and Austria was strained on 
multiple occasions,” reads the FNA annual report. The agency 
recommends about 1,000 megawatts of reserve power to be on 
standby this coming winter. It also promises to implement “regu- 
latory measures” to “ban the shutdown of conventional power 
plants” in an effort to meet demand. 

Agency head Jochen Homann fears a repeat of last season’s 
power interruptions since new renewable power facilities will not 
be able to deliver next winter based on the existing infrastructure. 
He told reporters a mere 100 kilometers of new transmission lines 
are now operating, though 1,834 kilometers are needed, Reuters 
reported May 4. More nuclear power plants will be phased-out 
in coming months, and FNA estimates it will take two years for 
new plants to meet the 12 gigawatts (GW) of scheduled closures. 
Based on projected demand, the agency estimates an additional 
15-16 GW of capacity should also be built. 

NoTricksZone.com blogger P. Gosselin credits this transfor- 
mation of ““Germany’s once impeccably stable world-class power 
grid” with its “reckless and uncontrolled rush to renewable ener- 
gies, wind and sun, all spurred on by a blind environmental move- 
ment and hysteria with respect to nuclear power.” 
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Redefining Marriage Not Above Obama’s “Pay Grade” 


After years of equivocation, during which he was supposedly 
struggling with whether the definition of marriage should be re- 
vised, Barack Obama became the first sitting U.S. President to 
support same-sex marriage. 

The May 9 endorsement on ABC News was deemed historic. 
Less historic, perhaps, but no less significant, is the fact that less 
than four years ago, Senator Barack Obama, then the Democratic 
Party’s candidate for President, was asked by Pastor Rick Warren 
at the Saddleback Civil Forum, “At what point does a baby get 
human rights, in your view?” 

“Well, you know,” Obama began haltingly, “I think that wheth- 
er you’re looking at it from a theological perspective or a scien- 
tific perspective, answering that question with specificity is, you 
know, is above my pay grade.” 

Apparently redefining marriage is not above the President’s 
pay grade. 

On the surface, the President was not trying to impose his freshly 
evolved view of marriage onto the nation. As he said on May 9, the 
issue would have to be worked out at the local level. ABC News 
interviewer Robin Roberts was quick to reply that it is not being 
“worked out” on the local level, as evidenced by the vote in North 
Carolina one day earlier to amend that state’s Constitution to de- 
fine marriage as it has been understood for millennia, as a union 
between man and woman. And 30 states have adopted similar 
definitions. Only six states and the District of Columbia currently 
grant legal status to same-sex marriages. So what Roberts meant, 


ne | 
>~President’Barack Obama with Robin Roberts / 
, of ABC’s Good Morning America 


apparently, is that it’s not being “worked out” in a way that liberals 
and “progressives” might approve. But the President said different 
communities or states will come up with different answers, and he 
was merely stating his personal opinion. 

But surely President Obama knew and could well imagine the 
impact on the debate that a definitive statement from the White 
House would have. It was not as Barack Q. Citizen that Obama 
invited Robin Roberts of ABC News to the executive mansion 
for an interview and an occasion for him to unburden himself of 
his evolved thought on same-sex marriage. (When was the last 
time you had Robin Roberts over to your home or office for an 
interview?) He knew he was putting the considerable weight of 
the President’s “bully pulpit” on the side of legitimizing same- 
sex marriage. And of course, he should also know that no mere 
mortal, not even the President of the United States, can change 
what marriage is by claiming it is something else. 


JPMorgan Chase CEO Admits to a $2 Billion Bank Loss. Now Who’s to Blame? 
-CKASEO 


Oops! Another couple billion dollars lost. 
Oh well, no biggie; nothing to get too 
concerned about. That, in essence, was 
the reaction of Jamie Dimon, CEO of JP- 
Morgan Chase, to the news that Morgan 
had lost $2 billion in derivatives trading. 

“This is a very unfortunate and inop- 
portune time to have had this kind of 
mistake,’ Dimon said in an interview on 
NBC’s Meet the Press with David Gregory on May 13. 

But, not to worry, because JPMorgan Chase has plenty more 
cash where that came from. “This is not a risk that is life threat- 
ening to JPMorgan,” Dimon said. “This is a stupid thing that ... 
we should never have done. But we are still going to earn a lot of 
money this quarter. So it isn’t like the company is jeopardized.” 

Yes, if you’re Jamie Dimon or one of the other Wall Street 
insider banks that have a direct pipeline to the Fed’s “thin air” 
machine, a mere $2 billion is barely a trifle. 

Thanks to the decades-long efforts of the Federal Reserve’s 
tireless nemesis, Rep. Ron Paul (R-Texas), last year the Fed was 
audited, albeit only partially because Paul’s proposal for a full 
audit was watered down, by the Government Accountability Of- 
fice. But though the veil hiding Fed shenanigans was only par- 
tially lifted, the revelations were still eye-popping. As Senator 
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Bernie Sanders (I-Vt.) noted on May 14, 
after Dimon’s Meet the Press interview, 
the GAO audit revealed: 

¢ Dimon served on the board of the 
Federal Reserve Bank of New York at 
the same time that his bank received over 
$390 billion in total emergency loans 
from the Fed. 

¢ JPMorgan Chase was used by the Fed 
as a clearinghouse for the Fed’s emergency-ending programs. 

e Dimon was successful in getting the Fed to provide JPMor- 
gan Chase with an 18-month exemption from risk-based leverage 
and capital requirements. 

¢ Dimon convinced the Fed to take risky mortgage-related as- 
sets off of Bear Stearns balance sheet before JPMorgan Chase 
acquired this troubled investment bank. 

JPMorgan Chase’s admitted $2 billion loss is a small amount 
compared to the Fed’s $390 billion loan to JPMorgan Chase, and 
the latter amount is only a small part of the $16 trillion loan/bail- 
out scandal uncovered by the GAO audit. Yet the supposed lack of 
government oversight that the Dodd-Frank Act was supposed to 
remedy — not the Fed, and not the Fed’s cozy relationship with 
Wall Street insiders — is being blamed for Wall Street excesses 
and failures. 
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Justice Department Sues Arizona Sheriff 
“T will fight being taken over by some bureaucrats in the federal govern- 
ment to the bitter end. They’re using me for the Latino vote. I hate to say 
this is political but the timing is suspect.” 

Claiming that he engages in unlawful discrimination against Latinos, the 
U.S. Justice Department is suing Maricopa County (Arizona) Sheriff Joe 
Arpaio, who vows to defend his record. 


Joe 
Arpaio 
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UN Official Targets Ownership of Mount Rushmore 

“Tt was impressed upon me that the sense of loss, alienation and indignity is pervasive throughout Indian 
country.” 

Recommending that the United States return land rights for the Black Hills of South Dakota, where 
Mount Rushmore sits, UN special rapporteur James Anaya, an American, angered many area residents. 


Army Cancels Course Attacking Islam 

“Tt was just totally objectionable, against our values, and it wasn’t aca- 
demically sound.” 

Joint Chiefs Chairman General Martin Dempsey condemned the al- 
ready-canceled course being given at the Joint Forces Staff College in 
which the claim was made that Islam is a dangerous ideology rather 
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North Carolina Passes Ban on Gay Marriage 

“We are not anti-gay; we are pro-marriage. And the whole point is 
simply that you don’t rewrite the nature of God’s design for marriage 
based on the demands of a group of adults.” 

Chairwoman Tami Fitzgerald of the pro-marriage group “Vote for Marriage NC” spoke ata rally after 
voters in the Tar Heel state overwhelming said “No” to same-sex marriage. 
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Florida’s Junior Senator Seems Confused 

“T recently joked that today, in the U.S. Senate, if you go far enough to 
the right, you wind up on the left.” 

Showing more affinity for the positions held by neocons John McCain and 
George W. Bush than with those claimed by constitutionalist-minded Ken- 
tucky Senator Rand Paul, Senator Marco Rubio (R-Fla.) defended U.S. 
activist foreign policy in a speech delivered at the ultra-liberal Brookings 
Institution. 
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EPA Official Wants to “Crucify” Opponents of Federal Policies 

“Tt was kind of like how the Romans used to conquer little villages in the Mediterranean. They’d go into 
a little Turkish town somewhere, they’d find the first five guys they saw, and they would crucify them, 
and then that town was really easy to manage for the next few years.... So that’s our general philosophy.” 
Environmental Protection Agency administrator Al Armendariz actually stated this in a speech in 
2010. Oklahoma Senator James Inhofe released a copy of a video 
containing these comments and, when questioned about what he 
said, Armendariz merely regretted his “poor choice of words.” 


Ron Paul Calls a Halt to His Campaign — Sort Of 
“Our campaign will continue to work in the state convention proc- 
ess. We will continue to take leadership positions, win delegates, 
and carry a strong message to the Republican National Convention 
that liberty is the way of the future.” 
Stating that this year’s run for the GOP nomination is only part 
of a 40-year endeavor that will continue to grow stronger in the 
future, Congressman Ron Paul announced on May 14 he will no 
longer campaign in the remaining 11 primaries. @ 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. McManus 
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In the effort to recall 
Wisconsin Governor Scott 
Walker, much has been 
said about his record to 
date, but politics being 
what it is, many of the 
claims simply aren't true. 


by Brian Farmer 


r | “V he recall election against Wis- 

consin Governor Scott Walker is 

set for June 5. Only 19 of the 50 
states permit recall elections to remove a 
Governor and, in eight of those 19 states, 
specific grounds are required for a recall 
election to be sanctioned. Some form of 
malfeasance or misconduct while in of- 
fice must be identified by the petitioners. 
In the other 11 states that allow recall 
elections against Governors, no grounds 
are required, and recall petitions may be 
circulated for any reason. Wisconsin is 
one of the states that falls into the latter 
category. 

Only two Governors have ever been 
successfully recalled: North Dakota Gov- 
ernor Lynn Frazier in 1921 and California 
Governor Gray Davis in 2003. Those two 
states also allow recall elections for any 
reason. That raises a few obvious ques- 
tions. What did those two Governors do to 
upset the voters so much that the voters did 
not want to wait until the next election to 
remove them from office? Likewise, what 
are Governor Scott Walker’s perceived of- 
fenses? And how do Governor Walker’s 
alleged wrongs compare with those of the 
other two Governors? 

In the case of North Dakota Governor 
Lynn Frazier, the recall election arose 
from a conflict over whether or not the 
state should own the Bank of North Da- 
kota and State Mill and Elevator, a flour 
mill. The Governor was for state owner- 
ship. Unfortunately for Governor Frazier, 
the years between 1915 and 1921 were 
a very turbulent period of time in North 
Dakota’s history: Farm prices were down 
nationwide, the state’s crops were poor 
because of bad weather, and the state was 
suffering along with the rest of the country 
during the economic depression following 
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Protesters gather i in front of the Capitol in Madison, Wisconsin, on March 10, 2012. Labor 
unions were organizing a rally to mark the one-year anniversary of the state legislature passing a 
bill to limit collective bargaining for most public-sector unions in the state. 


what was then referred to as “The Great 
World War.” One could readily make the 
argument that, no matter who had been 
Governor at the time, that person would 
have been recalled. 

As for California Governor Gray Davis, 
his recall election stemmed from the po- 
litical climate that was largely shaped by 
a costly electricity crisis, in which many 
residents saw their monthly utility bills go 
up by as much as 200 percent. The short- 
age of electricity was caused by market 
manipulations and by Texas energy com- 
panies illegally shutting down their pipe- 
lines. As a result, California suffered from 
multiple large-scale blackouts, and one 
of the state’s largest energy 
companies collapsed. But the 
public held Governor Davis 
at least partly responsible 
for the situation because he 
had mismanaged the events 
leading up to the electricity 
crisis, according to a number 
of credible accounts. In ad- 
dition, many people through- 
out California began to be- 
lieve that Governor Davis 
was guilty of corruption, due 


to accusations from some quarters that he 
was using his political connections to help 
those who had contributed generously to 
his political campaign. Compared to the 
recall of North Dakota’s Governor Lynn 
Frazier, the recall of Governor Davis in- 
volved a lot more than just bad luck and 
bad timing. 

That brings us to this year’s recall elec- 
tion against Wisconsin Governor Scott 
Walker, which involves circumstances 
quite different from the two recall elec- 
tions described above. Shortly after taking 
office in January of 2011, Governor Walker 
enraged labor union officials, both in his 
own state and throughout the country, 


Ironically, Milwaukee Mayor Tom Barrett, 
Governor Walker’s Democratic opponent 
in the 2010 gubernatorial race, Walker’s 


opponent in the recall election, and a bitter 
foe of Act 10, has publicly admitted that, 
thanks to that very legislation, his city 
would save “at least $25 million a year.” 
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Wisconsin Governor Scott Walker talks to the media at the state Capitol in Madison, Wisconsin, 
on February 17, 2011. He claimed that the majority of e-mail messages that he had received had 
urged him to “stay firm, to stay strong, to stand with the taxpayers.” 


when he introduced legislation that would 
abolish compulsory labor-union dues for 
most state employees (law-enforcement 
officers, fire fighters, and many transporta- 
tion workers were exempted) and severely 
limit the scope of public-sector labor-union 
collective bargaining. In response, many 
teachers abandoned their classrooms and 
staged raucous rallies at the state Capitol in 
Madison, and labor-union militants issued 
death threats against the Republican Gov- 
ernor and Republican members of the state 
legislature. Fourteen Democratic state Sen- 
ators even hid in Illinois for several weeks 
to prevent the quorum needed to pass the 
bill (S.B. 11). That tactic ultimately failed, 
and on March 11, 2011, Governor Walker 
signed into law the measure now known 
as Act 10. 


When figures were made public showing 
that those public-employee benefits were 
still incredibly generous, compared to 


those of the typical taxpayer working in 
the private sector, the public-sector labor 
unions changed tack. 


Acting on Act 10 

Act 10, officially known as the Budget 
Repair Act of 2011, prevents most state 
employees from being fired for declining 
to pay what were previously compulsory 
membership dues to a public-sector labor 
union. National Right to Work Vice Presi- 
dent Mary King described what she saw 
as the positive outcomes arising from the 
Budget Repair Act, stating, “Act 10 has al- 
ready reaped major benefits for taxpayers, 
public schools, and other local government 
agencies. Act 10 has enabled Wisconsin to 
eliminate, without increasing taxes, a state 
budget deficit that was projected in Feb- 
ruary 2011 to reach $3.6 billion over two 
years. At the same time, by rolling back 
government union bosses’ monopoly bar- 
gaining privileges, this reform has made 
it far less difficult for local 
elected officials to spend the 
resources they have prudent- 
ly, so as to provide taxpayers 
good services at a reasonable 
cost.” 

For example, prior to Act 
10, the Hartland-Lakeside 
School District in suburban 
Milwaukee was contractually 
obligated to reimburse teach- 


ers for any college courses they took, even 
if those courses had nothing to do with 
the subjects that they were teaching. But 
Hartland-Lakeside Superintendent Glenn 
Schilling reports that things are very dif- 
ferent now: “With Act 10, that is gone. We 
only pay for credits if it’s a direct benefit 
to the district.” 

Other examples abound. In the Milwau- 
kee suburb of Brown Deer, the school dis- 
trict is carrying out a plan to allow teach- 
ers to be paid on the basis of performance. 
“No Wisconsin public-school district has 
ever had the opportunity in any of our life- 
times to even think about these things,” as 
finance director Emily Koczela explained 
it to a local television station. She elabo- 
rated further by saying, “We are looking at 
understanding what effective teaching is, 
how to measure it in the children’s point 
of view, and how to reward teachers that 
consistently turn in a performance that is 
better than the norm.” 

Ironically, Milwaukee Mayor Tom 
Barrett, Governor Walker’s Democratic 
opponent in the 2010 gubernatorial race, 
Walker’s opponent in the recall election, 
and a bitter foe of Act 10, has publicly ad- 
mitted that, thanks to that very legislation, 
his city would save “at least $25 million a 
year and potentially as much as $36 mil- 
lion in 2012.” 

In the city of Appleton, Act 10 made it 
possible for the local school district to save 
$3 million by putting the healthcare insur- 
ance contract out for bid. Before the enact- 
ment of collective bargaining reforms, the 
school district’s contract with the teachers 
union had required it to purchase healthcare 
insurance from the Wisconsin Education 
Association Trust, which is closely associ- 
ated with the state’s largest teachers union. 
When the Appleton School District went to 
the open market for healthcare insurance, 
the Wisconsin Education Association Trust 
suddenly announced that it could reduce its 
rates and would match the lowest bid — 
an obvious sign that it had been ripping off 
millions of dollars from local taxpayers for 
many years. 

Other local governments have taken sim- 
ilar actions. In Manitowoc County, County 
Executive Bob Ziegelbauer changed the 
overtime policy, which saved the county’s 
taxpayers $100,000. And the Kaukauna 
School District, after dealing with a 
$400,000 deficit last year, realized a $1.5 
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million surplus when it implemented per- 
formance pay and fringe benefit reforms. 
All over Wisconsin, the jobs of public- 
school teachers are being spared, thanks to 
the increased benefit contribution require- 
ments called for by Governor Walker’s re- 
form plan. That is, public-school teachers 
have to contribute more out of their own 
salaries toward their healthcare insurance 
and pension plans, rather than have the 
taxpayers pick up almost the entire tab. 
The Wauwatosa School District, facing 
a $6.5 million shortfall, expected that it 
would need to cut 100 teaching jobs — yet 
it was able to save those teaching positions 
through shared sacrifice. “When students 
come to school in the fall, they are going to 
see the same things, have the same teach- 
ers, and they are going to see new things 
as well,” said Wauwatosa School District 
board member Phil Kroner last summer, 
upon passage of the annual district budget. 
That is not to say that all Wisconsin 
residents are benefiting from Act 10 to 
the fullest extent possible. Although that 
legislation was passed and signed into 
law during March of 2011, its provisions 


were not due to take effect until June of 
that year. Prodding by public-sector labor 
unions induced some localities to choose 
to renew public employee contracts before 
Act 10 went into effect. As a result, those 
localities, especially those such as Janes- 
ville, Kenosha, and Milwaukee, have not 
fully benefited from the cost savings that 
Act 10 would have made possible to them. 
Opponents of Governor Walker have been 
running deceptive TV ads showing people 
complaining that teachers are being laid 
off, class sizes are increasing, programs 
are being cut, etc. The ads conveniently 
refrain from mentioning which areas are 
experiencing those negative consequenc- 
es, and why they are experiencing those 
adverse effects. 

Governor Walker’s office has set up 
a Reforms & Results website (www.re- 
forms.wi.gov) in order to describe some of 
the success stories and to detail the results 
of the Governor’s collective bargaining re- 
forms. Of course, detractors will argue that 
the website is self-serving and tells only 
one side of the story. But the sheer volume 
of examples is impressive, even if it is not 
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Milwaukee Mayor Tom Barrett tells reporters on May 9, 2012, that Democrats are united in their 
determination to oust Wisconsin Governor Scott Walker. Behind him stand the three Democratic 


candidates he beat in the May 8 primary. 
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convincing to those who oppose Governor 
Walker’s reforms. The “Success Stories” 
section of the website offers up a chrono- 
logical collection of excerpts taken from 
articles and commentaries from around the 
state showing how Act 10 has improved 
education and government services to 
the benefit of local governments, school 
districts, and taxpayers. The collection of 
excerpts runs to an entire 52 pages (and 
still counting). 


Critiques and Criticisms 

One of the early criticisms that is still 
being leveled against Governor Walker is 
that, during his campaign for Governor, he 
never said that he would move to “strip 
collective bargaining rights” from the pub- 
lic-sector unions. On the other hand, that 
was refuted by Governor Walker, as he ex- 
plained in an interview published in May 
of 2011: “The bottom line was I told peo- 
ple, not only when I was campaigning, but 
the whole time I was the county executive 
of Milwaukee County, that I was going to 
take on the status quo. I told them what I 
thought the problems were. In our state, 
the challenge we face is both an economic 
and a fiscal crisis. I told them I was going 
to take on both, head-on, right away. So 
it shouldn’t be any surprise.” In fact, the 
Wisconsin Education Association Council 
(WEAC) ran a chart in its newsletter and 
on its website showing the positions of 
candidates Scott Walker and Tom Barrett 
on various issues prior to the gubernatorial 
election, which took place in November 
of 2010, and that chart made it very clear 
that Walker supported legislation curtail- 
ing the collective bargaining powers of 
public-sector labor unions. The public- 
sector labor unions knew exactly what to 
expect from a Walker administration, but 
now want the voters to believe they were 
blindsided. 

WEAC has also customarily posted 
data on its website relating to school 
district financial surveys. Since recent 
data showed that Governor Walker’s 
collective bargaining reforms are work- 
ing, the teachers union quickly took the 
data down. To verify survey informa- 
tion, the Governor sent a letter to Mary 
Bell, the president of WEAC, requesting 
that WEAC post its past survey data on 
its website. Here is an excerpt from that 
letter: “School district survey data col- 
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Julie Wells of the hard Left group United Wisconsin celebrates in the back of a moving van 
reportedly containing petitions with one million signatures to recall Governor Scott Walker on 


January 17, 2012, in Madison, Wisconsin. 


lected by WEAC does not appear on your 
website, and you have refused to provide 
my office with any answers after repeated 
attempts to learn more about the results 
collected over the last decade. In the in- 
terest of fully informing the public about 
the progress schools have made over the 
last year, I am asking you to repost the 
complete survey data on your website.” 
WEAC has ignored Governor Walker’s 
request for access to the information and 
for WEAC to re-post it on its website, as 
it normally does, so that the voters can 
make an informed decision. In response, 


That same survey completed earlier 
this year reported that 94 percent of 


Wisconsin employers are confident that 


the economy is now headed in the right 
direction, and 87 percent of Wisconsin 
employers say that they intend to hire 

more employees this year. 


the Governor blasted the Wisconsin 
teachers union for pulling the results of 
its survey off its website simply because 
it showed “more positive results than 
they’ve had in the past.” Governor Walker 
said that WEAC was embarrassed that the 
most recent survey indicated that school 
districts see conditions as improving, 
because it “completely undermines their 
argument about the status of schools in 
the state of Wisconsin.” 

Initially, the public-sector labor unions 
tried to gain the sympathy of the voters 
by claiming that their members would not 
be able to survive if teachers 
and other public employ- 
ees were required to spend 
more out of their own sala- 
ries to fund their healthcare 
and pension benefits, rather 
than have the bulk of those 
fringe benefits funded by the 
taxpayers. But when figures 
were made public showing 
that those claims were not 
true and that those public- 
employee benefits were still 


incredibly generous, compared to those 
of the typical taxpayer working in the pri- 
vate sector, the public-sector labor unions 
changed tack and agreed to the reforms, 
so long as “collective bargaining rights” 
remained in place. In other words, what 
the public-sector labor unions really 
wanted were the mandatory labor union 
memberships and mandatory dues. To put 
it bluntly, the primary consideration was 
not about fighting for their members but, 
rather, getting their hands on their mem- 
bers’ money, because that money is used 
to buy political influence. When political 
candidates who are financially supported 
by public-sector labor unions get into of- 
fice, they pursue policies that increase the 
cost of government services for the tax- 
payers, and those policies simultaneously 
funnel more money into the coffers of the 
public-sector labor unions. It becomes a 
vicious circle, and a kind of corruption 
that almost solely benefits Democratic 
candidates, which explains why collec- 
tive bargaining is such a hot-button issue 
to the Democratic Party. It also explains 
why public-sector labor unions generally 
support raising taxes, rather than cutting 
government expenditures, in order to 
achieve balanced budgets. 

In spite of that, public opinion polls 
showed that the “collective bargaining 
rights” theme was effective in gaining 
public sympathy, at least in the begin- 
ning. People heard the word “rights” and 
thought that some kind of injustice was 
being done. What people did not under- 
stand at the time was that employee protec- 
tions were still in place. All of the “rights” 
contained in collective bargaining laws are 
union “rights,” not employee rights. What 
changed was that powers previously en- 
joyed by public-sector labor unions were 
transferred to the local elected representa- 
tives of the people, as well as other local 
officials. For example, school superinten- 
dents and principals can now make hiring 
and firing decisions regarding their staffs 
on the basis of merit and performance and 
not on the basis of seniority and public- 
sector labor-union contracts. 


Work in Wisconsin 

The anti-Walker TV ads now being run 
by the Democrats and their labor union 
allies completely avoid any mention of 
collective bargaining because that would 
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run the risk of reminding the voters that 
Governor Walker’s reforms to collective 
bargaining in the public sector are ben- 
efiting the state. Instead, the main theme 
now appears to be that of Governor Walk- 
er’s “broken promise” to create 250,000 
new jobs in Wisconsin during his four- 
year term of office. While it may seem 
disingenuous to pass judgment when 
the Governor is little more than a year 
into his four-year term, it is true that job 
growth in Wisconsin is presently not oc- 
curring at a pace that would achieve the 
Governor’s promised goal. The problem 
for Governor Walker is that he now finds 
himself in a classic Catch-22 kind of sit- 
uation, because his political opponents 
have created an environment that makes 
it virtually impossible for the Governor 
to deliver on his promised goal of cre- 
ating a quarter of a million new jobs in 
four years: staging the recall and creating 
uncertainty amongst businessmen that 
they will benefit from Walker’s reforms. 
The situation is so unfavorable that one 
TV ad frequently being run at present 
declares that, since Governor Walker 
stepped into office, Wisconsin has lost 
more jobs than any other state in the na- 
tion. But economic statistics can be mas- 
saged, manipulated, and misrepresented 
to yield almost any outcome one desires. 
For example, as the Post-Crescent, one 
of the major newspapers in northeastern 
Wisconsin, reported in its May | edition: 


Data released by the state Depart- 
ment of Workforce Development 
last week reported ... the state’s 
overall jobless rate in March was 
6.8 percent, down from 7.6 percent 
a year ago. 

The state’s numbers contradict a 
Milwaukee Journal Sentinel story 
picked up by the Associated Press, 
which cited [federal] government 
data showing the state lost 23,900 
jobs from March 2011 to March 
2012. No other state lost more than 
3,500 jobs, the newspaper reported. 

Data can be interpreted many 
ways. Reviewing the state’s latest 
jobless numbers, it indicates the 
seasonally adjusted employed labor 
force totaled 2,856,600 in March, 
an increase of 18,500 from the same 
month last year. 
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Supporters of Scott Walker display placards during a campaign stop by Republican presidential 
candidate Mitt Romney in Fitchburg (a suburb of Madison), Wisconsin, on March 31, 2012. 


The Reforms & Results website bolsters 
the Governor’s case by reporting the 
following: 


In the three years prior to Governor 
Walker taking office, Wisconsin lost 
150,000 jobs. 

Business owners say a fiscally re- 
sponsible government and business- 
friendly state leaders give them the 
confidence they need to expand, 
grow, and hire. Wisconsin jumped 
17 spots from 2010 to 2011 in Chief 
Executive Magazine for best states 
to do business in. 

The Tax Foundation in collabo- 
ration with KPMG LLP [Klynveld, 
Peat, Main and Goerdeler, Limited 
Liability Partner- 
ship] recently 
released a new 
report, Location 
Matters: A Com- 
parative Analysis 
of State Tax Costs 
on Business. The 
new study rated 
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Wisconsin as one of the top five 
states for new businesses. The study 
was based on tax laws that were in 
effect as of April 1, 2011. When ad- 
ditional pro-job policies are factored 
into the study in the future, it’s an- 
ticipated that Wisconsin will improve 
even further in the rankings. 

The Philadelphia Federal Reserve 
Bank released an economic growth 
forecast on March 20 that forecasts 
Wisconsin to grow 1.95 percent over 
the next six months, which is the best 
economic forecast for the state since 
2003 and Wisconsin experienced the 
most improved forecast in the nation. 

According to an April 2012 article 
in the Milwaukee Journal Sentinel: 
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Wisconsin has dramatically improved 
its ability to incubate businesses, 
moving up to 29th among all states 
from 43rd in 2010, according to an 
annual competitiveness measure re- 
leased by the Beacon Hill Institute at 
Suffolk University in Boston. 


In the end, it all comes down to clarity or, 
in this case, the lack thereof. Businesses in 
Wisconsin, and those businesses elsewhere 
that may be contemplating setting up opera- 
tions in Wisconsin, do not have that clar- 
ity, thanks to the uncertainty created by the 
recall vote and the campaign to undermine 
Walker. If there is one thing that business 
people cannot abide, it is uncertainty, be- 
cause uncertainty makes it virtually impos- 
sible for businesses to make plans for the 
future with any degree of confidence. Busi- 
nesses will continue to hold off on spend- 
ing, investing, and expanding in Wisconsin 
until there is clarity of future expectations, 
because businesses do not want to run the 
risk of making decisions now that might 
turn out to be bad decisions, should Walk- 
er’s reforms be reversed. 
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In a recent Newsmax interview, the 
embattled Wisconsin Governor confi- 
dently predicted that job creation in the 
Badger State would soar once the un- 
certainty and expense of the drawn-out 
June recall election was over. “I firmly 
believe you are going to see a dramatic 
takeoff after June 5th, because busi- 
nesses feel like we are headed in the 
right direction,” he declared, and cited 
statistical evidence to support his case. 
When Walker was first running for of- 
fice in 2010, a survey conducted by the 
state Chamber of Commerce indicated 
that only one in 10 employers felt that 
Wisconsin was headed in the right direc- 
tion. That same survey completed ear- 
lier this year reported that 94 percent of 
Wisconsin employers are confident that 
the economy is now headed in the right 
direction, and 87 percent of Wisconsin 
employers say that they intend to hire 
more employees this year. “I think the 
big thing that people are waiting for is 
to have the certainty of knowing that this 
sort of positive outlook for job creators 
is going to continue,” Governor Walker 


told Newsmax, and added, “That’s why 
I think that, after June 5th, after these 
primaries [in May] are done, and when 
I and the lieutenant governor and these 
senators [who are also facing recall elec- 
tions] prevail, I think it means there will 
be a clear message to the job creators 
and the small businesses in the state that 
now is the time to add jobs. And I think 
they will.” 

Public-sector labor unions are deadly 
serious about politically and personally 
destroying Governor Walker because 
right now he is the only reformer whose 
actions might actually end labor-union 
dominance over government. The June 5 
recall election in Wisconsin represents a 
critical turning point for the entire nation. 
If the public-sector labor unions prevail 
in recalling Governor Walker, because he 
dared to challenge their previously legis- 
lated privileges and political power, then 
those labor unions will be entrenched 
nationwide as a kind of new American 
Mafia, which will be in a position to ex- 
tort increasing amounts of money from the 
taxpayers. 
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Drones Over America 


An unmanned U.S. Predator drone flies over 
Kandahar Air Field, in southern Afghanistan. 


Even as the U.S. government is showing its willingness to use 


drones to execute rebellious Americans, the Federal Aviation 


Administration is issuing permits for drones in the United States. 


by Charles Scaliger 


n the morning of September 30, 
O 2011, a group of travelers in a 

remote corner of northern Yemen 
stopped their vehicle to eat breakfast. 
Among them was American citizen Anwar 
al-Awlaki, a Muslim cleric known to be a 
supporter of al-Qaeda, and Samir Khan, a 
Saudi-born Pakistani American who was 
the editor of al-Qaeda’s English-language 
web magazine Inspire. As they break- 
fasted, they spotted a strange aircraft high 
in the sky, with telltale inverted stabilizer 
and rear-mounted propeller: an American 
Predator drone. 

Guessing they were being targeted, the 
men leaped into their car and sped away, ap- 
parently hoping to outrun the pursuing air- 
craft. But they had no chance of outstripping 
the two Hellfire missiles fired at them by the 
drone they had spotted and its unseen com- 
panion. The vehicle and its occupants were 
blown to bits, with the two American citizens 
among the dead. The strike had been carried 
out by the United States’ Joint Special Op- 
erations Command, under the direction of 
the CIA. 

Two weeks later al-Awlaki’s Amer- 
ican-born son Abdulrahman, who had 
gone to look for his father, was killed in 
the company of a number of suspected al- 
Qaeda operatives by another drone strike. 
In this instance, the U.S. government ex- 
pressed a measure of regret for the death 
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of an innocent teenage boy, stating that 
he had been “in the wrong place at the 
wrong time.” 

For his part, al-Awlaki was less than a 
sympathetic figure. With his perfect com- 
mand of English, he was a valuable tool 
for al-Qaeda propaganda, having produced 
instructional manuals and numerous on- 
line lectures on how to carry out jihad. 
But he had been convicted of no crime; he 
had merely been deemed an enemy of the 
American regime and had been targeted 
for extrajudicial assassination by President 
Obama. 

The killings of al-Awlaki and Khan 
raised concerns that the American govern- 
ment was now willing to murder its own 
citizens under the cover of the War on Ter- 
rorism. But of equal concern is the lethal- 
ity and efficiency of unmanned military 
drones like the Predator, which have prov- 
en a devastating tool of both surveillance 
and assassination in Afghanistan, Yemen, 
and other fronts in the war — and which 
are now being vetted for use in American 
skies against American citizens. 

The development of reconnaissance 
drones dates back to the early 1980s, when 
the CIA first began working on the con- 
cept. The first unmanned reconnaissance 
drones deployed in combat saw service 
over Bosnia in the mid-1990s. By then, the 
aircraft were equipped with specially de- 
signed engines that made very little noise, 
and had acquired the nickname “Predator.” 


With the outbreak of war in Afghani- 
stan weeks after 9/11, the U.S. military 
began to utilize Predators more and more 
for carrying out tactical strikes, in addi- 
tion to mere surveillance. By the end of the 
last decade, the most advanced Predator 
model, the MQ-9 Reaper, was carrying out 
many of the functions of traditional ground 
attack military planes, but without putting 
American pilots in harm’s way. Boasting 
a 66-foot wingspan and a maximum pay- 
load of 3,800 pounds, the Reaper is able 
deliver a variety of military payloads, in- 
cluding Hellfire missiles and laser-guided 
bombs. Able to cruise at 50,000 feet at 300 
miles per hour, the MQ-9 is as formidable 
a weapon as any conventional missile or 
aircraft in the American arsenal. 


Drones’ Utility 

The military utility of unmanned drones is 
beyond dispute — so much so that the mil- 
itary has begun replacing certain manned 
units with fleets of drones. In 2008, for ex- 
ample, the New York Air National Guard 
174th Fighter Wing moved to replace pi- 
loted F-16s with MQ-9 Reapers. By early 
2011, the Air Force was training more pi- 
lots to operate unmanned drones than for 
any other weapons system. 

But unmanned drones have not been 
used exclusively by the U.S. military. The 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection, part 
of the Department of Homeland Security, 
operates nine MQ-9s equipped with state- 
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SURVEILLANCE STATE 


ficates are still active. 


of-the-art surveillance systems. Patrolling 
portions of both the U.S./Mexico and U.S./ 
Canada borders, these aircraft have man- 
aged to spot drug-smuggling operations 
and other illegal cross-border activities. 
The advent of unmanned drones would 
be nothing more than the latest high-tech 
breakthrough in military technology, were 
it not for a recent, far more troubling de- 
velopment: With the Department of Home- 
land Security leading the charge, the press 
is now on to authorize and even encourage 
the use of unmanned drones in domestic 
airspace, by every level of government 
and law enforcement, from Homeland Se- 
curity to the local police. Domestic drones 
could certainly enhance search and rescue 
operations, as many drone proponents in 
law enforcement are arguing. But they 
could — and in all likelihood would — 
also be used for far less benign purposes, 
such as drawing a suffocating cloak of 
perpetual aerial surveillance over Ameri- 
can neighborhoods and even allowing for 
the efficient, anonymous snuffing-out of 
designated public enemies, like suspected 


terrorists. If such actions are found 
to be legal against U.S. citizens 
abroad, what is to prevent them 
from being resorted to at home? 

In February, Congress passed the 
FAA Reauthorization Act, which 
directed the FAA to develop by the 
end of this year a more streamlined 
protocol for issuing certificates au- 
thorizing the use of drones in Amer- 
ican airspace. The obvious objective 
of the legislation is to encourage the 
acquisition and deployment of drones by 
law enforcement who might otherwise be 
discouraged by excessive red tape. 

The Electronic Frontier Foundation, an 
organization dedicated to protecting pri- 
vacy in a high-tech world, has taken the 
lead in exposing the push to fill America’s 
skies with drones. In April of 2011, the 
EFF filed a Freedom of Information Act 
lawsuit against the Department of Trans- 
portation, demanding to know what enti- 
ties had applied for FAA certificates to 
operate drones. After a year of heel-drag- 
ging, the FAA finally released in April 
two lists detailing applicants for Certifi- 
cates of Authorizations (COAs), issued 
to public entities wanting to use drones, 
and for Special Airworthiness Certificates 
(SACs) issued to private manufacturers 
needing permission to test new drone 
models. While the lists released by the 
DOA do not indicate the number or types 
of drones applicants intend to use, they do 
furnish a revealing first look at the diver- 
sity of organizations that deem drone use 
critical to their operations. 


Go Fly With Me 

It comes as no surprise that various federal 
agencies, from the Department of Home- 
land Security and the Air Force to the De- 
partment of Energy and the U.S. Forest 
Service, have requested COAs. But EFF 
was surprised to discover that a number of 
prominent universities and colleges were 
on the list. Cornell, Georgia Tech, Kansas 
State, Mississippi State, Texas A&M, the 
University of Wisconsin, the University of 
Michigan, the University of Arizona, the 
University of Connecticut, the University 
of Florida, the University of Colorado, the 
University of North Dakota, the Univer- 
sity of Alaska-Anchorage, and Utah State 
University all appear, in addition to a num- 
ber of less-recognizable schools like New 
Mexico Tech, Nicholls State University, 
and Eastern Gateway Community Col- 
lege. Many local police forces also made 
the list, including Houston, Ogden (Utah), 
Herington (Kansas), and Seattle. Other 
law-enforcement entities desiring COAs 
include the Montgomery County (Mary- 
land) Sheriff’s office, the Orange County 
(Texas) Sheriff’s office, and, unsurpris- 
ingly, the FBI. 

In a meeting with EFF representatives 
on April 19, the FAA disclosed that it had 
issued between 700 and 750 total certifi- 
cates of authorization since it first began 
approving drone use in 2006. Approxi- 
mately 300 of those certificates are still 
active, suggesting that, inasmuch as the 
list released contains only about 60 total 
entries, that many applicants have secured 
multiple certificates. One FAA official told 
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the EFF that he believed the University of 
Colorado alone had received as many as 
100 COAs over the last six years. 

The proliferation of drones in federal, 
state, local, and university law enforce- 
ment poses serious privacy issues, as Con- 
gressmen Edward Markey and Joe Barton 
pointed out in an April 19 letter to Michael 
Huerta, acting director of the FAA. “Many 
drones are designed to carry surveillance 
equipment,” the letter noted, “including 
video cameras, infrared thermal imagers, 
radar, and wireless network ‘sniffers.’ The 
surveillance power of drones is amplified 
when the information from onboard sen- 
sors is used in conjunction with facial rec- 
ognition, behavior analysis, license plate 
recognition, or any other system that can 
identify and track individuals as they go 
about their daily lives.” The letter went 
on to request more detailed information 
about the numbers and types of drones 
to be used by the applicants on the newly 
publicized lists, and about any privacy 
safeguards that have been erected to pre- 
vent the abuse of such powerful and poten- 
tially intrusive new technology. 


Militarized America 

The advantages of unmanned drones over 
manned aircraft for law enforcement are 
apparent enough: A law-enforcement 
agency could easily afford to field an 
entire fleet of small drones, greatly en- 
hancing the ability of law-enforcement 
personnel to keep tabs on traffic, public 
disturbances, and even fleeing suspects. 
But the potential for abuse is just as acute; 
a fleet of drones could as easily surveill 
private spaces like backyards and farm- 
lands as it could congested intersections 
or rush-hour traffic on public highways. 
In Afghanistan, drones monitor private 
gatherings and compounds, looking for 
evidence of terrorist confabs. It is not hard 
to imagine pretexts — like monitoring po- 
tential gang or drug trafficking activities 
from the air — for which unlimited sur- 
veillance could be authorized. 

The real issue — the preservation of a 
right to privacy — is not confined to the 
impending proliferation of unmanned 
drones. Americans have, in the course of a 
single generation, become accustomed to 
a range of privacy-compromising surveil- 
lance activities, including ubiquitous cam- 
eras watching traffic lights, freeways, and 
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Borderline insanity: U.S. Customs and Border Protection agents, confronted by a flood of drug 
traffickers and potential terrorist infiltrators, are increasingly relying on surveillance of U.S. 
border areas, including nearby U.S. airspace, by Predator drones. Here, agents examine images 
provided by a Predator deployed from the Naval Air Station in Corpus Christi. 


most other public places, and, of course, 
recent changes in airport and other public 
transportation security that increasingly 
leave Americans subject to random search- 
es, interrogations, and even arrest. In such 
a climate of state paranoia, the prospect of 
drones watching our every move is but the 
latest foreseeable development. 

Another critical concern is the use of mil- 
itary drones in support of domestic police 
actions. In June of 2011, Kelly Janke, the 
Sheriff of Nelson County in eastern North 
Dakota, called in a Predator drone from 
the Grand Forks Air Force Base to assist 
in an operation against a family embroiled 
in a dispute over stray cows. Circling two 
miles overhead, the drone located the three 
suspects, who had confronted law enforce- 
ment the previous day, and, thanks to ultra- 
powerful sensors under its nose, was able to 
determine that none of the men was armed. 
Law enforcement rushed in and arrested the 
three men without bloodshed. 

The incident was the first arrest of 
American civilians with the help of a Pred- 
ator, but it was hardly the last. Since then, 
Predators from Grand Forks Air Force 
Base were used in support of local police 
for surveillance at least two dozen times 
in 2011 alone, according to a December 
2011 report in the Los Angeles Times, as 
well as an indeterminate number of ad- 
ditional instances by the FBI and DEA. 
“We don’t use [drones] on every call out,” 
Bill Macki, head of the Grand Forks police 


SWAT team, told the Times. “If we have 
something in town like an apartment com- 
plex, we don’t call them.” 

And military drones are being used else- 
where for civilian law enforcement. Ac- 
cording to Michael C. Kostelnik, a retired 
Air Force general in charge of the drone 
fleet, military Predators are now used “in 
many areas around the country, not only 
for federal operators, but also for state and 
local law enforcement and emergency re- 
sponders in times of crisis.” 

The use of the military for domestic law 
enforcement has been prohibited since Re- 
construction by the Posse Comitatus Act, 
yet the use of military assets like drones 
and satellites to keep tabs on Americans is 
very much in favor in many law-enforce- 
ment circles. And since courts have ruled 
for decades that aerial surveillance does not 
constitute a violation of privacy, it would 
appear that those apprehensive of the prolif- 
eration of drones face an uphill legal strug- 
gle to impose reasonable limits on their use. 
As Ryan Calo, director for privacy and ro- 
botics at the Stanford Law School’s Center 
for Internet and Society, told the Los Ange- 
les Times, “Any time you have a tool like 
that in the hands of law enforcement that 
makes it easier to do surveillance, they will 
do more of it. This could be a time when 
people are uncomfortable, and they want 
to place limits on that technology. It could 
make us question the doctrine that you do 
not have privacy in public.” Hf 
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Twenty 


Years Of 
Tampering 


Twenty years after the UN’s Earth Summit, which aimed to 
put every human action under UN control, they’re still at it. 


by William F. Jasper 


wenty years. Hard to believe that 

two decades have already passed 
since that global convergence 
known as the Earth Summit, or Eco ’92, 
took place in Rio de Janeiro. In June of 
1992, your correspondent made the trek 
to Brazil, the only conservative/constitu- 
tionalist journalist amongst the thousands 
of media representatives who joined 
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some 20-thousand-plus diplomats, UN 
bureaucrats, academics, government of- 
ficials, and environmental activists who 
swarmed to what was officially named 
the United Nations Conference on En- 
vironment and Development (UNCED). 
In addition to reporting on the confer- 
ence for THE NEW AMERICAN magazine, 
I provided daily radio commentary and 
reports for the USA Radio Network news 
program (carried worldwide over the U.S. 


Sha Zukang, Communist China’s UN 
Undersecretary for Economic and Social 
Affairs, who will serve as Secretary-General of 
Rio+20, said, “I really don’t like Americans.” 


Armed Forces Network) and “Point of 
View With Marlin Maddoux and Kerby 
Anderson,” a public affairs radio pro- 
gram carried nationally on Christian and 
secular radio stations. 

The summit, a two-week affair running 
from June 3-14, boasted the participa- 
tion of 172 national government delega- 
tions, including 108 heads of state. It also 
witnessed the coming of age of the UN 
lobbying force known as the NGO (non- 
governmental organization) movement, 
which is more than a bit of a misnomer, 
since many of the most influential NGOs 
are funded by national governments (as 
well as by the European Union, the UN, 
and UN Agencies), and NGO person- 
nel regularly rotate in and out of “gov- 
ernment service” or “international civil 
service.” The NGO Forum, which was 
given a parallel venue at Rio, provided 
an ongoing “Woodstock” encampment 
of eco-propagandists whom the interna- 
tional media could (and did) present to 
the world as the voices of “global civil 
society” demanding action from the 
United Nations and national politicians to 
save us from environmental “crises” that 
were, ostensibly, imminent and planet- 
threatening. 

The actions that came out of the sum- 
mit were heralded by some as major 
transformative breakthroughs and, at 
the same time, denounced as too little 
and too timid by others who had hoped 
for even more empowerment for the 
United Nations. The documents that re- 
sulted from UNCED were Agenda 21, 
the Rio Declaration on Environment and 
Development, the Statement of Forest 
Principles, the United Nations Framework 
Convention on Climate Change, and the 
United Nations Convention on Biological 
Diversity. 

These agreements have spawned a 
vast, global bureaucracy and thousands 
of regulatory programs at the national, 
state, and local levels. The Convention on 
Climate Change has resulted in hundreds of 
billions of dollars wasted and misdirected in 
efforts to regulate harmless carbon dioxide 
(which is essential for plant life), cripple 
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and destroy fossil-fuel industries, and boost 
alternative “green” energy development. 
Under Agenda 21, our planet is being 
enmeshed with global-to-local regulations, 
like Gulliver entrapped by thousands of 
Lilliputian threads. 


American Animosity 

Recalling the atmosphere in which the 
Rio Earth Summit took place helps to 
provide some very important context. On 
June 2, 1992, the day before the opening 
of UNCED, James Brooke reported in the 
New York Times that “the mood in Brazil 
is that the United States will be the biggest 
villain of the conference,” for refusing to 
sign on to the biodiversity convention and 
for weakening the climate-change accord. 
Brooke quoted Brazilian politician Fabio 
Feldman as saying that “all civil soci- 
ety and the press [are] against the U.S.” 
This writer rarely agrees with the New 
York Times about anything, but this time 
Brooke had it right; the sentiment among 
the thousands of summit officials, activ- 
ists, and journalists was virulently, patho- 
logically anti-American — from top to 
bottom. 

Maurice Strong, who served as 
UNCED’s Secretary-General in Rio, 
helped set the tone in the months leading 
up to the summit, with a series of vitri- 
olic, anti-American diatribes, accusing the 
United States and middle-class consump- 
tion patterns with destroying the planet. 
“In effect,’ he declared, “the United States 
is committing environmental aggression 
against the rest of the world.” Strong, a 
Canadian millionaire socialist who jet- 
sets around the globe and pals around with 
David Rockefeller, asserted that ‘“‘current 
lifestyles and consumption patterns of 
the affluent middle-class ... involving 
high meat intake, consumption of large 


Maurice Strong, who served as UNCED’s 
Secretary-General in Rio, helped set 
the tone in the months leading up to the 


summit, with a series of vitriolic, anti- 
American diatribes, accusing the United 
States and middle-class consumption 
patterns with destroying the planet. 
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heads of state at the 1992 Rio conference. 


amounts of frozen and ‘convenience’ 
foods, ownership of motor vehicles, 
numerous electric household appliances, 
home and workplace air-conditioning ... 
expansive suburban housing ... are not 
sustainable.” 

At Rio, Secretary-General Strong led 
off on a favorite UN theme, population 
control, which was picked up and echoed 
by others. He warned that “we are now 
a species out of control.” “Population 
must be stabilized, and rapidly,” Strong 
declared. 

Among the many notables who 
accentuated Secretary-General Maurice 
Strong’s attacks on the United States 
and the bourgeoisie middle classes were 
communist celebrities Mikhail Gorbachev, 
former President of the Soviet 
Union, and Cuban dictator 
Fidel Castro. In marked 
contrast to the near universal 
jeers and boos that greeted 
every U.S. representative, the 
Earth Summit throngs went 
absolutely wild for these two 
stars, especially Castro, who 
was greeted with prolonged, 
tumultuous applause and 
calls of “Viva Fidel!” 

One American who was 
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Cuban dictator Fidel Castro, one of the stars of the Earth Summit, is shown here with other 


enthusiastically received by the same 
Castro-loving crowds at UNCED was Al 
Gore, who was then a U.S. Senator from 
Tennessee. He had just penned his best- 
selling environmental jeremiad, Earth in 
the Balance: Forging a New Common Pur- 
pose, which had become mandatory read- 
ing for the politically correct and could be 
seen tucked under the arm or in the tote 
bag of nearly every journalist coming off 
the jetways at the Rio airport. Senator 
Gore led a Senate delegation to Rio and 
presided over the Senator’s Earth Sum- 
mit press conference, where, among other 
things, he reiterated his call from Earth in 
the Balance for the creation of a Global 
Marshall Plan for the environment. 
Senator Gore’s statist nostrums ap- 
pealed to the mindset of nearly all in 
attendance, who were typical of the en- 
vironmental Left accurately referred to 
as “watermelon Marxists”: green on the 
outside, red or pink on the inside. That 
is not an unfair characterization; a large 
number of the delegates there actually rep- 
resented communist or socialist countries, 
and members of the Socialist International 
occupied many of the positions of power 
at the conference. In THE NEw AMERICAN 
article, “Socializing at Rio” (August 10, 
1992), your correspondent explained the 
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enormous influence of the Socialist In- 
ternational (SI) at UNCED, and in the 20 
years leading up to it (1972-1992), espe- 
cially the important role played by Norwe- 
gian Prime Minister Gro Harlem Brundt- 
land, a vice-president of the SI and the 
chair of the UN’s World Commission on 
Environment and Development (WCED), 
often referred to as the Brundtland 
Commission. 


Unsustainable UN 

The Rio+20 Earth Summit getting under 
way this June is officially entitled the 
United Nations Conference on Sustain- 
able Development. Unfortunately, the 
process leading up to it for the past two 
decades clearly indicates that the princi- 
pal players are still pushing the same plans 
for global central planning for the entire 
planet. This is inherent in the very concept 
of “sustainable development,” a nebulous 
and constantly evolving notion that is in- 
voked by environmentalists to justify one 
usurpation of power after another. 

The Brundtland Commission provided 
what has become the most cited defini- 
tion of the idea, stating: “Sustainable 
development is development that meets the 
needs of the present without compromising 
the ability of future generations to meet 
their own needs.” 

All well and good; many of us may 
have no problem agreeing to the general 
premise. However, problems begin to 
arise when one considers who will decide 
what are the “needs” of the present and the 
future, and who will decide how resources 
are to be allocated. Under the UN 
scheme, these issues would be determined 
through global central planning devised 
by appointed “experts,” rather than 
through the decisions of individual 
property owners, farmers, manufacturers, 
consumers, and entrepreneurs operating 
in the free market. As we have previously 
noted, UN poohbahs such as Maurice 
Strong have already declared middle- 
class use of air conditioning, private 
cars, household appliances, and suburban 
housing to be unsustainable. 

But, not to worry; many greenies are 
lamenting that the Rio+20 is foredoomed. 
Many advocates of an expanded and 
empowered United Nations are express- 
ing disappointment that this year’s event 
lacks the stature and political support of 
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Maurice Strong (left), chairman of the Earth Council, talks with former Soviet leader Mikhail 


Gorbachev (right) at the 1997 Rio+5 Conference in Rio de Janeiro, where Gorbachev presented a 


draft of a proposed Earth Charter. 


the 1992 summit. Fewer governments 
have committed to participate and fewer 
heads of state are expected to attend. The 
conference is only a three-day event, as 
compared to the two-week extravaganza 
that was the original Earth Summit. In 
addition, the global recession has placed 
severe financial constraints on many gov- 
ernments, making it much more difficult 
for politicians to sign on to the ambi- 
tious plans for expanded spending for the 
UN’s “green economy,” “global education 
fund,” and other proposals. 

However, that does not mean that tax- 
payers can start rejoicing or that patriots 
can cease their vigilance; there are still 
plans under way to use the conference 
to boost UN environmental authority in 
a number of critical areas. Over the past 
several months, UN agencies, NGOs, and 
governments have issued a profusion of 
reports aimed at promoting Rio+20 and 
catapulting it to the next level of “global 
governance.” 

On January 30 of this year, the UN 
Secretary-General’s High-Level Panel 
on Global Sustainability (GSP) issued its 
report, entitled Resilient People, Resil- 
ient Planet, which calls for, among other 
things, vast government “investment” in 
“green infrastructure,’ and “public-pri- 
vate partnerships” to promote alternative 
energy sources. 

“The transition to sustainable 
development will require large amounts of 
capital,” says the GSP report. The authors 


say “different sources suggest a range 
from 0.5 to 2.5 per cent of global gross 
domestic product per annum.” They’re 
talking trillions of dollars annually, the 
same message that many other UN studies 
and spokesmen have been sending. 


Socializing With Socialists 
It should surprise no one to learn that the 
High-Level Panel on Global Sustainabil- 
ity is a coterie of intransigent collectiv- 
ists. The GSP co-chairs are Tarja Halonen, 
President of Finland and a leader of the 
Socialist International, and Jacob Zuma, 
President of South Africa, formerly a 
member of the Politburo of the Commu- 
nist Party of South Africa. After bitter, 
fractious in-fighting, Zuma succeeded in 
wresting control of the African National 
Congress (ANC) from fellow terrorist and 
erstwhile ANC comrade Thabo Mbeki. 
Zuma’s record is also tarnished with 
charges of rape, bribery, and corruption 
— but that merely puts him in common 
company with many other heads of state 
and “dignitaries” who populate the UN’s 
higher echelons of status and power. 
Joining Halonen and Zuma as a mem- 
ber of the panel is none other than SI 
leader Gro Harlem Brundtland. After 
stepping down as Prime Minister in 
1996, Brundtland was appointed director- 
general of the World Health Organization, 
an office she held for five years, before 
going on to an appointment as the UN 
Secretary-General’s Special Envoy on 
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In marked contrast to the near universal 
jeers and boos that greeted every U.S. 
representative, the Earth Summit throngs 
went absolutely wild for Castro, who 

was greeted with prolonged, tumultuous 


applause and calls of “Viva Fidel!” 


Climate Change from 2007 to 2009. Other 
panel members include Zheng Guoguang, 
Communist China’s top figure on the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC), and key alarmist on global 
warming. Representing the United States 
on the panel is Susan E. Rice, a member 
of the Council on Foreign Relations and 
former Brookings Institution wonk who 
now serves as Ambassador to the UN for 
the Obama administration. These folks 
will all be in Rio to look out for your 
sustainable interests — along with Sha 
Zukang. 

Who is Sha Zukang? He holds the post 
of UN Undersecretary for Economic and 
Social Affairs, and has been designated 
the Secretary-General of Rio+20. His 
appointment is apropos, inasmuch as he 
is infamous for being as anti-American 
and anti-freedom as his 1992 counterpart, 


Maurice Strong. In one 
of his many undiplomatic 
utterances, Comrade Sha 
singled out a senior UN 
official, Bob Orr of the 
United States, commenting: 
“T really don’t like him: He’s 
an American and I really 
don't like Americans.” 

This is the same Sha 
Zukang who used his post 
at the UN on October 27, 2010 for the 
truly Orwellian act of presenting the 
“harmony and peace award” to General 
Chi Haotian, the “Butcher of Tiananmen 
Square.” General Chi, acting as chief of 
staff of the People’s Liberation Army, 
ordered troops and tanks into Tiananmen 
Square to massacre thousands of pro- 
democracy student activists in June 1989. 
Chi was a member of the Communist 
Party Central Committee at the time, and 
he was rewarded for this coldblooded 
mass murder spree by being promoted in 
the party and rising to the post of Minister 
of Defense. This was the same General 
Chi who threatened the United States by 
intimating China would obliterate Los 
Angeles with nuclear missiles if the United 
States should attempt to defend Taiwan. 

On February 21 of this year, Lisa Jackson, 
President Obama’s EPA Administrator, 


Gro Harlem Brundtland, a leader 
of the Socialist International 

and the UN Secretary-General’s 
Special Envoy on Climate Change, 
addresses the 2009 World 
Climate Conference in Geneva, 
Switzerland. 
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joined Sha Zukang for a press conference 
at the UN Environmental Programme 
(UNEP) headquarters to promote “A New 
Blueprint for Green Growth: How In- 
vesting Two Percent of Global GDP Can 
Strengthen Economies and Fight Poverty.” 
Again, the call for funding transition to a 
global “Green Economy” — a mere $1.2 
trillion, annually. 

According to the White House, Presi- 
dent Obama is not scheduled to attend 
Rio+20, another good sign, perhaps, that 
support for grandiose UN expansion plans 
is flagging. Nonetheless, the Obama-Clin- 
ton State Department is on record as sup- 
porting very alarming UN initiatives. On 
November 1, 2011, the State Department 
issued a lengthy press release stating: “At 
the upcoming UN Conference on Sustain- 
able Development (Rio+20) we aspire to 
explore ways to better integrate the eco- 
nomic, social, and environmental dimen- 
sions of sustainable development, building 
on the successes of the 1992 Earth Summit 
and the 2002 World Summit on Sustain- 
able Development.” 

The Obama administration has been 
portrayed in media reports as being 
opposed to proposals for creating a new 
UN agency to be the equivalent of a global 
EPA. However, in the State Department 
release, the Obama administration lets us 
know its “opposition” is merely tactical 
and semantic, noting: 


We agree that the UN needs a body 
through which governments can ... 
build national capacity for gover- 
nance, monitoring, and assessment. 
That institution — the United Na- 
tions Environment Program (UNEP) 
— already exists and at Rio+20 we 
need to work together to strengthen 
it within the UN system to assure a 
viable environmental pillar that can 
meet 21st century demands. @ 


Looking Back: Two Decades of Warning 
THE NEW AMERICAN was the only conser- 
vative publication with a journalist on 
the ground at the Rio Earth Summit, our 
veteran UN-accredited correspondent 
William F: Jasper. To read this article 
online, as well as TNA’s exclusive cover- 
age of that historic 1992 summit and our 
coverage of subsequent UN summits, go to 
www.thenewamerican.com. 
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__ Unemployment lines are much 
longer than would otherwise 
be the case if not for onerous 

government regulations. 
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Deregulation is often deemed dangerous — if there’s too little government, the argument 
goes, shady businesses hurt Americans — but regulations come with their own ailments. 


by Bob Adelmann 


ecause of disappointment over the 
B economy’s rate of recovery, which 

appeared to be confirmed by the 
March jobs numbers coming in at half the 
rate expected, the House is making efforts 
to roll back regulations that are said to 
be inhibiting the recovery, owing to their 
complexity and onerous requirements on 
businesses. 

For example, it took 7 million man- 
hours to build the Empire State Building, 
6.3 million man-hours to build 225,000 
Toyota Camrys, and 5.5 million man-hours 
to build every iPhone ever made. But it is 
estimated that it will take 10.5 million man- 
hours to comply with the Dodd-Frank Act, 
and its compliance rules haven’t even been 
completely written yet. And that’s just one 
small piece of the regulatory maze facing 
business in this country. 

April’s report from the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics was confirmed by the ADP Na- 
tional Report, which has shown a decrease 
in the rate of job growth since December 
of nearly 22 percent. 

The Wall Street Journal explained that, 
although the jobless rate edged down in 
March from 8.3 percent to 8.2 percent, 
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“that decline was due less to new hiring 
than people abandoning their job search- 
es.” Indeed, according to the St. Louis Fed- 
eral Reserve, a record 88 million working- 
age people are “not in the labor force,” up 
from 60 million in the early 1980s. 

In addition, the Congressional Budget 
Office said that “the United States is ex- 
periencing the longest stretch of high un- 
employment since the Great Depression 
... and CBO projects that the current rate 
of unemployment is likely to stay above 8 
percent until 2014.” The CBO included in 
its report the reasons why unemployment 
is so high, along with its recommendation 
on how to solve it: People aren’t spending 
enough, and so they must be given govern- 
ment money so they can spend more! This 
is what the CBO said: 


Slack demand for goods and services 
is the primary reason for the persis- 
tently high levels of unemployment 
observed today.... 

Target people most likely to spend 
the additional [government] income — 
generally, people with lower incomes. 


And then came the disclaimer that such 
“stimulus” probably wouldn’t work: 


Such policies could be imple- 
mented using mechanisms ranging 
from federal block grants to direct 
federal operation. But they would 
probably not have a significant 
effect on unemployment over the 
next two years because of the dif- 
ficulties of scaling them up in that 
span of time. 


Rolling in Regulations 

The CBO said nothing about the veritable 
waterfall of regulations emanating from in- 
numerable regulatory agencies as the likely 
cause of the sticky unemployment. Writing 
at THE NEw AMERICAN, William P. Hoar 
noted that the White House reluctantly 
agreed last summer to “review hundreds 
of regulations that could get streamlined or 
scrapped in response to criticism from the 
GOP and business that burdensome rules 
are holding back the economy.” 

Hoar added that, even if such a review 
actually took place and then resulted in any 
kind of rollback of regulations, it would 
amount to no more than “a speed bump for 
the diktats racing out of Washington.” In 
fact, the White House is a significant part of 
the problem. Congressman Tom Graves (R- 
Ga.) noted that since ObamaCare became 
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It took 7 million man-hours to build the 
Empire State Building, 6.3 million man- 
hours to build 225,000 Toyota Camrys, 
and 5.5 million man-hours to build every 
iPhone ever made. But it is estimated 
that it will take 10.5 million man-hours to 


comply with the Dodd-Frank Act. 


law, its size has grown from a 2,000-page 
bill to more than 6,000 pages of regulations 
in the Federal Register. 

Rep. Don Young (R-Alaska) got so 
exasperated with the regulations threat- 
ening to asphyxiate the economy that he 
announced plans to introduce legislation 
to abolish every federal regulation dating 
back to 1991. He said, “My bill is very 
simple. I [would] just [declare] null and 
void any regulations passed in the last 20 
years. I picked 20 years because it crossed 
party lines and also we were prosperous 
at the time.” 

While Young’s plans never material- 
ized, the REINS (Regulations from the 
Executive in Need of Scrutiny) Act did 
pass the House, 241 to 184, in December, 
even though there was zero likelihood the 
Senate would even consider it. If by some 
miracle the act would be signed into law, 


it would require all major 
regulations issued by the 
executive branch (having an 
economic impact of $100 
million or more) to be ap- 
proved by a majority in both 
the House and the Senate be- 
fore they became operative 
— since government agen- 
cles, such as the EPA and De- 
partment of Education, now 
simply promulgate rules with 
no congressional oversight. 

Another bill that passed the House in 
December, the Regulatory Accountability 
Act (RAA), 253 to 167, is likely to meet a 
similar fate in the Senate. RAA would re- 
quire agencies attempting to enact a rule to 
follow certain explicit steps, overseen by 
the courts, before such a rule would take 
effect. House Judiciary Committee Chair- 
man Lamar Smith (R-Texas) wrote in the 
online Daily Caller: 


Federal regulations cost our econo- 
my $1.75 trillion each year. And the 
administration seeks to add billions 
more. By its own admission, the 
Obama administration’s agenda in- 
cludes over 200 “major rules.”... 
Uncertainty about the cost of these 
upcoming regulations discourages 
employers from hiring new employ- 
ees and expanding their businesses. 


According to a recent Gallup poll, nearly 
one in four small business owners say that 
complying with government regulations 
“is the most important problem facing 
them today.” John Mackey, a co-founder 
of Whole Foods Market, agreed, writing 
in the Wall Street Journal last November: 


Many government regulations in ed- 
ucation, health care and energy pre- 
vent entrepreneurship and innovation 
from revolutionizing and re-energiz- 
ing these very important parts of our 
economy.... Currently thousands of 
new regulations are added each year 
and virtually none ever disappear[s]. 


Underlying each of the efforts to roll back 
leviathan is the assumption that more reg- 
ulations mean fewer jobs. That is also the 
basic assumption of the Competitive En- 
terprise Institute (CEI) in its annual pub- 
lication “Ten Thousand Commandments.” 
In its summary to its latest study, CEI 
decries the on-budget deficits of $1.5 tril- 
lion but notes that that is only part of the 
cost of government borne by the taxpayer: 
“The government’s reach extends well be- 
yond the taxes that Washington collects, 
and economic regulations cost hundreds of 
billions — perhaps trillions — of dollars 
every year over and above the ... official 
federal outlays.” When added together, 
direct and indirect costs to the economy 
and the taxpayer amount to over $5 trillion 
every year, or more than one-third of the 
entire economy. 


Help or Hurt? 

But what impact do such gigantic numbers 
have on the average small business owner, 
long accepted as the prime driver of em- 
ployment? In September 2010, a husband- 
and-wife team of economics professors, 
Nicole and Mark Crain, at Lafayette Col- 
lege in Easton, Pennsylvania, answered 
that question: 


Small businesses, defined as firms 
employing fewer than 20 employees, 
bear the largest burden of federal 
regulations. As of 2008, small busi- 


Chance to start a chain? Regulatory costs 
and a lack of access to expansion capital, 
caused by regulations, are inhibiting the 
Opportunities for small businesses to grow. 
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soar. However, unemployment reached only four percent in the three years after the end of 
hostilities because government deregulated and businesses hired to meet pent-up demand. 


nesses face an annual regulatory cost 
of $10,585 per employee, which is 
36 percent higher than [costs] facing 
large firms. [Emphasis added. ] 


According to the Crains, 89 percent of all 
firms in the country employ fewer than 
20 employees while large firms (over 500 
employees) represent only 0.3 percent. Be- 
cause such a heavy disproportionate share 
of those regulations falls on the small busi- 
ness owner, it “causes inefficiencies ... and 
adversely affects [their] competitiveness... 
These effects, of course, have negative con- 
sequences for the U.S. labor market.” 

Their study shows that the impact of 
environmental regulations is four times 
higher on small businesses than on large 
firms, while tax compliance costs are three 
times higher on small businesses. 

The inevitable impact of such onerous 
regulations is the strangling of the small 
business owner. Accounting and consult- 
ing giant Grant Thornton published its 
“Wake-Up Call for America” in Novem- 
ber 2009, noting that “changes to market 
structure over the last 10 years have had a 
severe negative impact on the number of 
publicly listed companies in the United 
States,” resulting in a “precipitous decline” 
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in the number of publicly listed companies 
on the country’s stock exchanges. Compa- 
nies are failing and are being de-listed, but 
they are not being replaced by new ones: 


Since 1991, the number of U.S. ex- 
change-listed-companies is down by 
... a Startling 53%... 

360 new listings per year — anum- 
ber we’ve not approached since 2000 
— are required merely to maintain a 
steady number of listed companies 
in the U.S. In fact, we have averaged 
fewer than 166 IPOs (Initial Public 
Offerings) per year since 2001, with 
only 54 in 2008... 

520 new listings per year are re- 
quired to grow the U.S. listed mar- 
kets at 3% per annum — roughly in 
line with GDP growth. 


Those “changes to market structure” re- 
ferred to by Grant Thornton were imposed 
by regulations such as the Sarbanes-Oxley 
Act and the Dodd-Frank law, and they are 
strangling the U.S. economy — putting 
the heavy boot of government regulation 
on the oxygen hose of small business. Be- 
cause of those regulations, owners are un- 
willing or unable to “go to market” for the 


capital needed to expand their businesses. 
Capital is the oxygen of the competitive 
capitalist system and government regula- 
tions are starving it. 

As Grant Thornton’s study noted, 


Today, capital formation in the U.S. 
is on life support. Small IPOs from 
all sources — venture capital, private 
equity and private enterprise — are 
all nearly extinct and have been for 
a decade... 

The lack of new listings is not a 
problem that is narrowly confined. 
Rather, it is a severe dysfunction that 
affects the macro economy of the 
U.S. — with grave consequences for 
current and future generations. 


If someone intended to destroy the capital- 
ist system deliberately, he couldn’t do it 
much more efficiently than to starve small 
businesses by denying them capital. Grant 
Thornton put it succinctly: These onerous 
regulations have “cost the U.S. economy 
many millions of jobs.” 

That’s why another bill, the JOBS 
(Jumpstart Our Business Start-up) Act, 
which passed the House and the Senate 
and was reluctantly signed into law by 
President Obama in early April, was so 
important and yet missed by so many peo- 
ple. A relatively weak measure compared 
to what really needs to be done, the JOBS 
Act, as noted in THE NEW AMERICAN, 


will make it slightly less difficult for 
small successful private companies to 
“go public” and raise capital through 
a public offering of their stock. It 
expands slightly the number of com- 
panies who otherwise would decide 
that the costs of complying with the 
regulations under Sarbanes-Oxley 
and other laws passed after the Enron 
implosion were simply too great. It 
provides an “on-ramp” to these com- 
panies so that the full impact of those 
regulations isn’t felt until they reach a 
certain threshold of financial success, 
or five years, whichever occurs first. 


This is the first positive sign that Wash- 
ington has finally recognized that small 
businesses are in serious trouble due to 
over-regulation and, as a result, are sim- 
ply unwilling or unable to grow and hire. 
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The JOBS Act resulted from efforts 
by the IPO Task Force, formed in March 
2011, following an Access to Capital Con- 
ference by the U.S. Treasury Department 
to “gather insights from capital markets 
participants and solicit recommendations 
for how to restore access to capital for 
small companies ... through the IPO mar- 
ket.” The Task Force consisted solely of 
professionals working in the IPO market 
— no government regulators were in at- 
tendance — including venture capitalists, 
experienced CEOs of successful small 
companies who had been able to raise cap- 
ital through an IPO despite the obstacles, 
public investors, securities lawyers, and 
investment bankers. Based largely upon 
input from the Grant Thornton study, the 
task force successfully pushed through 
the JOBS bill. From that report, the task 
force’s arguments were persuasive: 


During the last 15 years, the number 
of emerging, high-growth companies 
entering the capital markets through 
IPOs has plummeted ... transcending 
economic cycles and hobbling U.S. 
job creation... 

A sequence of regulatory actions 
... has driven up the costs for emerg- 
ing growth companies looking to go 
public [in order to raise capital]. 


The effect of the JOBS Act is likely to be 
muted, but at least it’s a step in the right 
direction. Given a little oxygen, the econ- 
omy will start to recover just like it did 
following the Second World War, when a 
sharp reduction in government spending 
and controls sparked an economic boom 
that defied conventional wisdom. 


Jobs War 

At the time, most economists were pre- 
dicting a massive depression as millions 
of servicemen and women returned home 
to look for work in an economy that was 
winding down from the war effort. Esti- 
mates were that the private sector was too 
small and too weak to employ immediate- 
ly the flood of veterans. Prospects for the 


The much-vaunted Marshall Plan actually 
only had a minor impact on the European 
economic resurgence following WWII. Instead, 
unleashing the free market from regulations 
was the prime driver of prosperity. 


28 


U.S. economy following VE Day and VJ 
Day in the summer of 1945 seemed dim. 
And prospects for Europe and Japan ap- 
peared even more dismal. Economies there 
had been devastated by the war, with mil- 
lions dead or missing, and those surviving 
had little capital to restart their economies. 
Mainline historians still celebrate the 
Marshall Plan as the key driver for Eu- 
rope’s remarkable resurgence, but evi- 
dence tells a different story. Named for 
Secretary of State George C. Marshall, the 
plan funneled a total of $25 billion (about 
10 percent of the United States’ gross do- 
mestic product at the time) into rebuild- 
ing Europe. By the time the Marshall Plan 
ended, economic recovery was so strong 
that output exceeded pre-war levels in 
every one of the original 20 OEEC (Orga- 
nization for European Economic Coopera- 
tion) countries, which included Germany, 
France, Belgium, Italy, and the Nether- 
lands. On the surface it appeared that this 
insertion of capital into the devastated 
economies was just what was needed. 
However, when two economists with 
the National Bureau of Economic Re- 
search (NBER), Bradford De Long and 
Barry Eichengreen, prepared an analysis 
of the impact the Marshall Plan had on Eu- 
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rope’s recovery in October 1991 and ex- 
amined the assumption that the Marshall 
Plan had played a major role in Europe’s 
recovery, they discovered that its role was, 
in fact, minimal: 


Our central conclusion is that the 
Marshall Plan did matter. But it did 
not matter in the way that the “folk 
wisdom” of international relations 
assumes... 

The Marshall Plan did play arole in 
alleviating resource shortages. But ... 
by 1948 and the beginning of Marshall 
Plan aid bottlenecks were scarce, and 
markets were good at alleviating their 
impact. [Emphasis added. ] 


Professor Thomas Woods, author of The 
Politically Incorrect Guide to American 
History, claimed that the Marshall Plan 
in fact “worked no better than any other 
government giveaway program” adding, 


France, Germany and Italy began 
their economic recoveries before any 
Marshall Plan aid was distributed. 
Austria and Greece ... began to re- 
cover only as [Marshall Plan aid] was 
being phased out.... 


pan: 
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West Germany’s postwar econom- 
ic recovery was so explosive, in fact, 
that the Germans actually coined a 
word — Wirtschaftwunder — to de- 
scribe it. Marshall Plan propagandists 
have attempted to take credit for the 
West German economic miracle. But 
the Wirtschaftwunder was the result 
not of Marshall Plan giveaways but of 
the market reforms that the Germans 
introduced. [Emphasis added. ] 


Economist Tyler Cowen confirmed Woods’ 
conclusion: “In nearly every country occu- 
pied by Germany during the war ... rapid 
economic growth occurred only after ... 
controls were lifted and sound economic 
policy established.” Woods added that 
“prosperity follows from the rule of law, 
respect for private property and the other 
institutional mechanisms on which the 
market order rests.” 

And it was that “respect for private 
property and other mechanisms” that al- 
lowed the American economy to explode 
as well, thanks to two major pieces of 
deregulatory legislation that were passed 
during the 80th Congress in 1946. That 
Congress represented a massive redirec- 
tion toward a market economy, with Re- 
publicans handing Roosevelt Democrats a 
crushing defeat, taking back 55 seats from 
the previous House of Representatives. 

The first piece of legislation ended the 
Office of Price Administration (OPA), 
which had been established by executive 
order in 1941. Under that executive order 
the OPA was given the power to freeze 
prices on all goods (except agricultural 
commodities), and ration supplies of tires, 
automobiles, shoes, nylon, sugar, gaso- 
line, fuel oil, coffee, meats, and processed 
goods. Almost 90 percent of the prices of 
retail good products were fixed by govern- 
ment mandate. 

Price fixing always results in shortages 
because such intervention in the market 
distorts supply and demand, causing pro- 
ducers to limit production of items that 
no longer are profitable. When the OPA 
was abolished, the market was allowed 
to “breathe” once again, and producers 
began providing items demanded by the 
people. 

The second piece of legislation instru- 
mental in helping the markets recover was 
the passage of the Taft-Hartley Act. That 
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Good grief: For the good of the war effort, price controls and rationing were implemented — as 
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explained to consumers above — but they led to shortages because no one wants to sell at a loss. 


act reined in the labor unions, which had 
enjoyed enormous growth due to favor- 
able powers given to the National Labor 
Relations Board during the Roosevelt ad- 
ministration. Now unions were prohibited 
from calling wildcat strikes and boycotts 
and from implementing picketing and de- 
manding union shops, as well as donating 
union workers’ dues to federal political 
campaigns. In addition, states were al- 
lowed to pass right-to-work laws. This 
was another breath of fresh air for the 
economy. Now workers could be hired at 
wages reflective of demand in the market- 
place and not by arbitrary union rules and 
wage-fixing. 

And the capital that had been stored up 
during the war years, primarily because 
goods demanded weren’t available for 
sale due to OPA interven- 
tion, was now unleashed into 
the market. Soldiers had sent 
their checks back home to 
their wives, many of whom 
also worked in the war effort. 
The wages were saved until 
the end of the war. 


Housing boomed. New suburban com- 
munities like Levittown, Long Island, 
flourished. Automakers who had diverted 
their facilities to the war effort responded 
to the demand for new vehicles. Gasoline 
was cheap, which led to the development 
of drive-in restaurants with curb-side 
service, drive-in movie theaters, and the 
motel. And the Baby Boom began: The 
birth rate in 1946 was 20 percent higher 
than in 1940. 

The government itself shrank by can- 
celling war contracts, and its spending 
dropped from $84 billion in 1945 to under 
$30 billion in 1946. It began running sur- 
pluses, which were used to retire wartime 
debts. Ten million Americans poured back 
into the civilian economy, demanding sat- 
isfaction for items long restricted or un- 


According to the St. Louis Federal 
Reserve, a record 88 million working-age 


people are “not in the labor force,” up 
from 60 million in the early 1980s. 
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Paucity or progress: Airline deregulation led to crowded planes and few amenities in the air, but 
three times as many people now fly because it’s cheaper, and airlines employ twice as many people. 


available altogether: The Singer Company 
went back to making sewing machines in- 
stead of machine guns; silk was being used 
for stockings instead of parachutes. 

Predictions of economic depression 
and catastrophe were proved wrong. In 
August 1945, the Office of War Mobiliza- 
tion and Reconversion forecast that eight 
million would be unemployed after the 
war. Business Week magazine predicted 
that unemployment would reach nine mil- 
lion. Other estimates were even higher. 
Unemployment never came close to those 
levels, staying at about four percent in the 
three years following the end of the war. 
Net civilian employment grew by four 
million between 1945 and 1947 as house- 
hold spending, business investment, and 
exports all expanded. 

If further proof is required that exces- 
sive government spending and regulations 
stifle the economy and limit job growth, 
one need only look at the airline industry 
in the mid ’80s. Prior to that time, the Civil 
Aeronautics Board (CAB) controlled vir- 
tually every aspect of air travel: entry of 
new competition, pricing of tickets, deter- 
mination of routes, even down to the size 
of sandwiches served on board. Because 
of these restrictions and limitations, prices 
were high and traffic was low. In the early 
1970s “load factors” averaged 50 percent, 
which meant that, on the average, planes 
flew half empty. With deregulation in 
1978 came the end of the Civil Aeronau- 
tics Board and the beginning of affordable 
flight. Said former CAB chairman Alfred 
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Kahn as he reflected on his efforts to dereg- 
ulate the airlines: “The verdict of the great 
majority of economists would, I believe, be 
that deregulation has been a success.” 

Not everyone agrees. The Economic 
Policy Institute (EPI), a liberal, pro-labor 
think tank, concluded a study of the al- 
leged negative impact regulations have on 
the free market: 


The lessons of the Great Recession 
and of decades of government regu- 
lation point in the opposite direc- 
tion. An emphasis on deregulation 
can contribute to enormous eco- 
nomic dislocation, and this review 
of the studies of regulations in place 
finds little evidence of significant 
negative effects on employment. 
Overall, the picture that emerges 
from this review is a positive one. 
For decades, regulations have gen- 
erally and consistently struck a rea- 
sonable balance, with their benefits 
to health, safety, and well-being far 
exceeding their costs. 


Were the gains enjoyed by airline deregu- 
lation worth the cost of EPI’s “enormous” 
economic dislocations? Writing for Busi- 
ness Week magazine in January 2010 Jus- 
tice Stephen Breyer, one of the liberals on 
today’s Supreme Court, thinks so: 


What does the industry’s history tell 
us? Was this effort worthwhile? Cer- 
tainly it shows that every major reform 
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brings about new, sometimes unfore- 
seen, problems. No one foresaw the 
industry’s spectacular growth, with 
the number of air passengers increas- 
ing from 207.5 million in 1974 to 
721.1 million last year. As a result, 
no one foresaw the extent to which 
new bottlenecks would develop: a 
flight-choked Northeast corridor, 
overcrowded airports, delays, and ter- 
rorist risks consequently making air 
travel increasingly difficult. Nor did 
anyone foresee the extent to which 
change might unfairly harm workers 
in the industry. Still, fares have come 
down. Airline revenue per passenger 
mile has declined from an inflation- 
adjusted 33.3 cents in 1974, to 13 
cents in the first half of 2010. In 1974 
the cheapest round-trip New York-Los 
Angeles flight (in inflation-adjusted 
dollars) that regulators would allow: 
$1,442. Today one can fly that same 
route for $268. That is why the num- 
ber of travelers has gone way up. 

So we sit in crowded planes, 
munch potato chips, flare up when 
the loudspeaker announces yet an- 
other flight delay. But how many 
now will vote to go back to the “good 
old days” of paying high, regulated 
prices for better service? Even among 
business travelers, who wants to pay 
“full fare for the briefcase?” 


It should give EPI considerable comfort 
to know that today the airline industry not 
only flies three times as many passengers 
as it did under the CAB, with more routes 
to more places, at much lower cost, but it 
also employs twice as many people as it 
did before. So much for “enormous eco- 
nomic dislocation.” 

Any movement away from the regula- 
tory state that allows the free market to 
operate will have substantial net positive 
effects, from creating new businesses 
and allowing successful ones to expand 
with new infusions of capital, to creating 
new employment opportunities for some 
of those 88 million currently “not in the 
labor force.” Given a chance, everyone 
who wants to work will find work to do, 
provided government gets out of the way, 
removes its boot from the economy’s ox- 
ygen hose, and returns to its proper role 
under the Constitution. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


The Left’s War on Women 


The Pill, celebrated for giving women “sexual freedom,” has been a time bomb, whose 
detonation has left in its wake devastated children, men, and, especially, women. 


by Patrick Krey 


Adam and Eve after the Pill: Paradoxes 
of the Sexual Revolution, by Mary Eb- 
erstadt, San Francisco: Ignatius Press, 
2012, 171 pages, hardcover. 


umnist for a major newspaper in town 

regarding the Obama administration’s 
contraception mandate that left me think- 
ing. The columnist had effectively taken 
the side of President Obama and others 
in the debate over the Human Health and 
Services (HHS) contraception mandate 
even though he was Catholic, as I am, 
and agreed with the church’s position on 
contraception. He warned me that since 
so many Catholics actively use contracep- 
tion, the church should soften its stance 
on the topic, otherwise they will clear out 
churches “faster than a fire.” Interesting 
advice but perhaps the opposite is true. 
Perhaps it is time for those who recognize 
the perils of the contraceptive culture and 
all the evils that come with it to start pro- 
claiming it from the rooftops. 

That is the approach of Mary Eberstadt, 
author of Adam and Eve after the Pill: 
Paradoxes of the Sexual Revolution, a new 
book from Ignatius Press. There is no de- 
nying, as Eberstadt frankly admits, that the 
Pill is “not only a fact of our time; it may 
even be the central fact, in the sense that it 
is hard to think of any other whose demo- 
graphic, social, behavioral and personal 
fallout has been as profound.” It is impor- 
tant to note that the sexual revolution, “the 
ongoing destigmatization of all varieties 
of nonmarital sexual activity,’ cannot be 
solely attributed to the Pill, but the Pill 
definitely has been vital to the revolution. 
As Eberstadt explains, it “may be possible 
to imagine the Pill being invented without 
the sexual revolution that followed, but 
imagining the sexual revolution with the 
Pill simply cannot be done.” 


[esc had an exchange with a col- 
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With the recent dustup over the HHS 
mandate that requires many religious 
organizations to offer contraception to 
employees, most political talking heads 
have adopted the rhetoric of the cultural 
Left and have been repeating the notion 
that the Right is engaged in a “war on 
women.” They contend that opposition to 
the mandate might be taken as opposition 
to contraception, and such an impression 
would be a political negative because it 
would be perceived as a war on women 
by female voters. Some polling has even 
reflected this view, but according to Eb- 
erstadt, it is proponents of contraception 
who have been waging a war on women 
for decades. Eberstadt’s latest book makes 
the compelling argument that not only has 
the Pill been a disaster for women, it has 
been a disaster for civilization, as empiri- 
cal evidence illustrates. 

Eberstadt, author of the 2004 book 
Home-Alone America: The Hidden Toll of 
Day Care, Behavioral Drugs, and Other 
Parent Substitutes, is no stranger to con- 
troversial territory as she routinely goes 
after the sacred cows of feminists and oth- 
ers on the cultural Left. Her latest offer- 
ing is a collection of her essays that were 
originally published in the ecumenical 
academic journal First Things and that 
specifically address the impact that con- 
traception, i.e. the birth control pill (or the 
“Pill” as she regularly refers to it), and the 
resulting sexual revolution have had on 
women. Eberstadt goes against the grain 
of the perceived view constantly repeated 
by the establishment media. Instead of the 
sexual revolution being an amazing bless- 
ing to women, Eberstadt takes the con- 
trarian view and argues that the “sexual 
revolution has ... been a disaster for many 
women.” Eberstadt goes further and ar- 
gues that the women of today are actually 
less happy in life than were the women of 
the pre-Pill days. 

It’s not just women who are suffering, 


Ada m and Eve 


after the Pill 


PARADOXES OF THE 
SEXUAL REVOLUTION 


MARY EBERSTADI 
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argues Eberstadt, but men are also being 
radically changed by the Pill, and not for 
the better. In a chapter entitled “Peter Pan 
and the Weight of Smut,” Eberstadt makes 
the persuasive argument that men, much 
like the fabled Peter Pan, refuse to grow 
up and are stuck in “a state of suspended 
adolescence.” The hardworking fathers of 
yesteryear have been replaced by porn-ob- 
sessed, underachieving man-boys who are 
locked in a state of arrested development 
of video games and other senseless mirth. 
Eberstadt repeatedly links the Pill with the 
explosion of pornography in our society 
and takes a very anti-smut stance. Porn is 
bad for everyone involved, Eberstadt pas- 
sionately argues, and any objective review 
of the facts bears that out. Porn corrupts 
the youth and increases their chances for a 
sexually risky future. Smut rewires sexual 
impulses for viewers in unnatural and un- 
healthy directions that are detrimental to 
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Instead of the sexual revolution being an 
amazing blessing to women, Eberstadt 


takes the contrarian view and argues 
that the “sexual revolution has ... been a 
disaster for many women.” 


romantic relationships, and it causes men 
to avoid involvement in real relationships. 
Finally, it is almost always bad for those 
who participate in the porn industry, from 
the producers down to the actors who ex- 
ploit themselves on screen. 

Eberstadt is clearly a gifted writer who 
knows how to keep her readers interested, 
as each chapter works as a stand-alone 
essay with a different theme. One chapter 
draws a comparison between the Left’s 
steadfast refusals to admit that commu- 
nism was a disaster during the Cold War 
to the same blind eye toward the obvious 
negatives of the sexual revolution now. Not 
only does the Left refuse to face the facts 
on these issues, they stand at the ready to 
ruthlessly attack anyone who dares to rain 
on their sexually liberated parade. Despite 
the ridicule and contempt Eberstadt and 
others face from the Left, there can be no 
denying that a “wealth of ... data testifies 
to the proposition that families headed by a 
married couple — including disadvantaged 
families — are better off than those headed 
by a cohabitating couple.... Women whose 
husbands are the breadwinners tend to be 
happier than other women. Men who are 
married earn more and work harder than 
men who are single.... Numerous authors 
have also shown that widespread divorce 
and unwed motherhood — two more off- 
spring of the sexual revolution — are not 
only detrimental for many individuals but 
also costly for society.” 

Eberstadt also touches on the binge- 
drinking hookup culture present on many 
modern-day college campuses that, she ar- 
gues, is yet another symptom of the sexual 
revolution sickness. Eberstadt devotes an 
entire chapter to the vindication of Pope 
Paul VI’s predictions of widespread con- 
traception usage in Humanae Vitae, and it 
is one of the strongest parts of the book 
and should be widely disseminated in 
American parishes. 

Eberstadt at times veers into being a 
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critic of contemporary cul- 
ture by pointing out oddi- 
ties and the hypocrisies of 
modern-day life decrying 
the “selective deployment of 
compassion,” highlighting 
the outpouring of emotion 
for animals but the turning 
of a blind eye to the plight 
of women in the face of the 
sexual revolution. I was reminded of this 
recently when an area news story regard- 
ing the possible excessive euthanization of 
animals at a local SPCA brought public 
outrage, but there is never any mention 
in the same media regarding the ongoing 
atrocities at a local abortuary. Eberstadt 
devotes another chapter to the increased 
scrutiny in modern times toward eating 
preferences (organic, low-carb, etc.) and 
contrasts that to the Left’s laissez faire ap- 
proach to sex. The Left is concerned about 
people curbing their appetites for food — 
even to the point if dictating our diets — 
but sees no need for sexual restraint. 

She also paints an interesting analogy 
between tobacco usage in the ’60s and 
porn usage now. Tobacco usage was once 
widespread and accepted before people 
recognized its health hazards. Similarly, 
nowadays, she claims the same arguments 
that were used to defend tobacco are now 
used for porn. Eberstadt also makes an 
interesting point about how the Left was 
starting to warm up to pedophilia until, 
ironically enough, Catholic Church scan- 
dals forced them to admit that “intergener- 
ational love” — as some earlier advocates 
were calling it — was nothing more than 
the sexual exploitation of young victims. 
Unfortunately, that is all Eberstadt had to 
say on this topic, and she didn’t explore 
the ongoing sexualization of young girls 
that is another unintended consequence of 
the sexual revolution. 

There were other areas I had hoped 
she would venture into but did not. For 
instance, she commented that “older 
and less attractive people simply cannot 
command the sexual marketplace as the 
younger and more attractive can (which is 
why the promises of erasing time and age 
are such a booming business in a postlib- 
eration age).” I would like to have seen an 
entire chapter devoted to aging “hipsters” 
who are desperately trying to cling onto 
their youth in the hopes of baiting younger 


sexual conquests. Many of Hollywood’s 
starlets and leading men who are getting 
long in the tooth would make perfect case 
studies. 

Eberstadt’s argument that the liber- 
ated woman is not very happy is based on 
nothing more than a review of a series of 
writings by feminists complaining about 
their upcoming divorces or unhappy mar- 
riages. Her argument could have been bet- 
ter served with more research by social 
scientists and hard data instead of just 
the writings of whiny feminists. She also 
has an extended section discussing sexual 
dissatisfaction in a marriage, which only 
tenuously can be linked to the Pill and 
cheapens the rest of her points that deal 
with much more serious topics, such as the 
detrimental effect on the youth owing to 
the breakdown of sexual mores. 

The book is also fairly short (171 
pages). That is not necessarily a bad thing, 
but it doesn’t lend itself to a book that 
could serve as an all-inclusive resource 
for those looking to debate the merits of 
the Pill. Eberstadt admits that this book is 
not that epic takedown of the sexual revo- 
lution that she claims “would be impos- 
sible for any single volume, and I do not 
pretend to have accomplished it here.” But 
the debate does need such a work, even if 
it does take more than one volume to ac- 
complish. Perhaps, even in the near future, 
Eberstadt will team with her husband, 
Nichols Eberstadt, who regularly writes 
on the socioeconomic and political fall- 
out of the sexual revolution. This married 
team of experts could alert readers to the 
issues raised in After the Pill, as well as the 
impending calamity facing the industrial- 
ized nations that have fallen into the sexual 
revolution as the population ages and not 
enough future taxpayers are being born to 
support the massive entitlement systems. 

While the book is only an opening 
salvo, it is a much-needed start that may 
begin a conversation on how incredibly 
disastrous sexual liberation and feminist 
ideology have actually been for women. 
Those concerned about the decline of a 
Judeo-Christian moral code should read 
Eberstadt’s book and take the argument 
to the next level and, as she suggests to 
readers, “never [give] up on patiently dis- 
cussing the actual record of the world as it 
is, no matter how resolutely the other side 
ignores or disdains you.” 
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Men Prevent Rape 


Zach Somerset, a 21-year-old homeless 
man, and his friend Shawn Thompson 
are being hailed as heroes for helping to 
thwart the rape of a 15-year-old girl in 
Smyrna, Georgia, at the end of April, re- 
ports CBS Atlanta. 

“When it comes down to someone 
else’s safety, I am going to put my life 
on the line to protect someone else,” said 
Somerset. 

The girl’s attacker, 27-year-old Mau- 
rice Jackson, apparently knew the vic- 
tim and her saviors. In fact, Somerset, 
Thompson, Jackson, and the victim were 
walking along Church Road in Smyrna as 
a group before the attempted crime took 
place. 

Thompson explains, “We decided to 
go get something to eat and somehow the 
group got split up and me and Zach ended 
up in one group and they [the victim and 
the offender] ended up like a couple hun- 
dred feet behind us.” 

What followed was a surprise for Som- 
erset and Thompson: “I wouldn’t have 
expected that guy to do that because he 
was just a normal acting person, but he 
just spaced out that night,” said Somerset. 
“We heard a scream,” Somerset recalls. 

Thompson adds, “I’m talking about 
like a traumatizing scream that I cannot 
even forget.” 

“T just kept repeating, ‘Keep screaming 
so I can find you. Keep screaming,’” said 
Somerset. 

Thompson and Somerset ran toward 
the voice and were shocked to find Jack- 
son astride the 15-year-old. 

Thompson described what they saw: 
“We saw her in the bushes. He had her 
held down you know, punching her in the 
face and in the ribs.” 

“T just grabbed him basically and I was 
like, ‘Dude get off of her’ and he wouldn’t 
get off of her,’ said Somerset. 

“IT was like, “You are crazy. This is a 
friend of mine. I am not going to let you 
do this man.’ So I grabbed him around his 
throat and his stomach and I picked him 
up and I told him, ‘I’m going to kill you 
dude. You better calm down right quick,’” 
said Thompson. 

The girl used the opportunity to es- 
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cape, and Somerset and Thompson man- 
aged to calm Jackson. They held him in 
their custody until the police arrived. 

Investigators credited the men with 
preventing an already horrific situation 
from escalating into something even 
worse. Though the incident sadly high- 
lights that one cannot always feel se- 
cure even amongst acquaintances, it also 
proves that goodness often prevails over 
wickedness. 


Man Saves 
Teens From Dogs 


Sometimes dogs are not man’s best 
friend, but man is. Surveillance video 
taken from an apartment in a northeast 
D.C. neighborhood recorded a man sav- 
ing teenagers from two vicious dogs on 
April 20. 

The footage reveals two large dogs 
chasing the teens around 9 p.m. on that 
Friday evening. Some of the teenagers 
were forced to jump on cars in an effort to 
escape, but the dogs followed them. Most 
of the teens somehow managed to flee the 
scene, but two remained stranded on top 
of one of the vehicles. One of the dogs 
managed to climb onto the car, while the 
other was making an attempt to do so. 

Meanwhile, Andrew Wilkis was on his 
way home from work at Washington Na- 
tionals Stadium when he came upon the 
scene. 

ABC local affiliate WJLA News de- 
scribed Wilkis as “armed with a knife and 
his courage.” 

Wilkis managed to draw the dogs’ at- 
tention away from the two teens. Wit- 
nesses indicate that Wilkis was savagely 
attacked by the dogs for 13 minutes and 
tossed around “like a rag doll,” but that 
his diversion allowed the remaining teens 
to flee the scene. 

“Tt was like something out of a horror 
movie,” said Tiara Bryant, mother of one 
of the children the dogs were chasing. 

Wilkis’ son and his neighbors were 
able to finally intervene, but Wilkis suf- 
fered serious bites on his arms and hands. 
He needed several stitches for his inju- 
ries, and was treated for possible rabies 
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exposure as well. 

The dogs limped away, leaving behind 
bloody footprints. Neighbors are fright- 
ened that the dogs may return. 

The D.C. Department of Health has or- 
dered the dogs be impounded, and animal 
control officers will patrol the neighbor- 
hood until the dogs are caught. 


A Life Spared 


Because Jesse Koehler chose to act on 
impulse, a teenager’s life was spared in 
Cocoa Beach, Florida, on April 26. 

While driving to work, a noise caught 
Koehler’s attention: “I just happened to 
look up in my rearview mirror, because I 
thought I heard one of the horns from one 
of the trains,” said Koehler, who works 
for Decks & Docks Lumber and Rail Ser- 
vices. 

According to Florida Today, Koehler 
saw a shocking sight in his mirror, an- 
other pickup truck, approximately 100 
feet behind him, rolling over. 

“T just saw, instantly, a truck helicop- 
ter and there was an explosion,” he ex- 
plained. The truck hit a power pole and 
a control box, sparking a fire. “The truck 
nearly split in two,” said Koehler. “It 
burst into flames, it was just a flash.” 

Immediately, Koehler made a U-turn 
and grabbed a fire extinguisher from his 
vehicle. With the help of another pass- 
erby, he managed to put out the fire. 

Meanwhile, the driver, 19-year-old 
Kevin Johnson, was still inside. 

Koehler explained that there was no 
time to assess the situation: “The only 
thing you have time to do is react, it hap- 
pened so fast.” 

Koehler and the passerby managed to 
pull Johnson from the vehicle, and John- 
son was immediately rushed to the hos- 
pital, where it was learned that he was in 
serious condition. 

Police claim that without Koehler’s 
quick response, Johnson would not be 
alive. 

“My wife asked me last night, “Jesse, 
would you do that over again?’” Koehler 
said. “Of course I would. It’s human na- 
ture, I hope.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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General Douglas MacArthur, a highly successful military leader and decorated soldier, 


did not glorify war — he wanted to end it. 


by Jack Kenny 


hen retired General of the Army 
Douglas A. MacArthur made a 
farewell visit to his alma mater 


on May 12, 1962, it was to receive the 
Sylvanus Thayer Medal, the highest honor 
bestowed by the United States Military 
Academy. It was also an occasion for him 
to share his thoughts on the meaning of the 
West Point motto. 

“Duty, Honor, Country,” he solemnly 
intoned, invoking the three words that 
summed up the cadets’ calling. “Unhap- 
pily, I possess neither that eloquence of 
diction, that poetry of imagination, nor 
that brilliance of metaphor to tell you all 
that they mean.” It was perhaps the most 
eloquent downplaying of a speaker’s own 
rhetorical skills since Lincoln assured the 
gathering at Gettysburg, “The world will 
little note nor long remember what we say 
here.” MacArthur proceeded to move both 
young cadets and battle-tested officers to 
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the brink of tears with his eloquence of 
diction, poetry of imagination, and bril- 
liance of metaphor. 

“There wasn’t a dry eye in the place,” 
said Bob Boehm, an airline pilot in New 
Hampshire who was a plebe at West Point 
at the time. “He was an amazing word- 
smith and what an orator! He had an abil- 
ity to say things so you could visualize 
exactly what he was talking about.” And 
hear it. And feel it. “When he talked about 
the sounds of the battlefield, you could 
almost feel the vibrations of the rounds 
going off, the explosions, even the smell 
of the battlefield,’ Boehm recalls. 

MacArthur was 82 when he made that 
final appearance at West Point, no longer 
as agile physically, perhaps, as he was 
when, as a spry 70-year-old, he ruled as 
viceroy in Japan, while simultaneously 
directing a war against communist forces 
in Korea. Yet his mind and his eloquent 
tongue roamed nimbly over his 50 years 
in the Army and more. His life covered 


an amazing span. “During his infancy,” 
wrote historian and biographer William 
Manchester, “Indians attacked his father’s 
troops with bows and arrows; in his later 
years — when he proposed that wars be 
outlawed — superpowers were brandish- 
ing nuclear weapons.” He grew up in an 
age when an automobile was still a rare 
luxury. He died in the age of astronauts, 
having lived long enough to hear a young 
President speak confidently about land- 
ing a man on the moon and bringing him 
safely back to Earth. Much had changed, 
he told the cadets that day; the creed of 
“Duty, Honor, Country” had not. Nei- 
ther had the courage and devotion of “the 
American man at arms.” 


His name and fame are the birth- 
right of every American citizen. In 
his youth and strength, his love and 
loyalty, he gave all that mortality can 
give. He needs no eulogy from me, or 
from any other man. He has written 
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his own history and written it in red 
on his enemy’s breast.... In twenty 
campaigns, on a hundred battlefields, 
around a thousand campfires, I have 
witnessed that enduring fortitude, 
that patriotic self-abnegation, and 
that invincible determination which 
have carved his statue in the hearts 
of his people. From one end of the 
world to the other, he has drained 
deep the chalice of courage. 


Courage for MacArthur was no mere ab- 
stract or theoretical virtue. “Unquestion- 
ably, he was the most gifted man-at-arms 
this nation ever produced,” wrote Man- 
chester in his biography of the general, 
American Caesar. “He was also extraor- 
dinarily brave. His twenty-two medals 
— thirteen of them for heroism — prob- 
ably exceeded those of any other figure in 
American history. Repeatedly he exposed 
himself to enemy snipers, first as a lieu- 
tenant in the Philippines, shortly after the 
turn of the century, then as a captain in 
Mexico, and finally as a general in three 
great wars.” Yet his ability to inspire cour- 
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His finest hour: General of the Army Douglas A. MacArthur, already a legendary hero of two 
World Wars and other military encounters, enjoyed perhaps his greatest triumph with a surprise 
landing far behind enemy lines in Inchon, South Korea, in the early stages of the Korean War. 
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age and confidence in others was perhaps 
his greatest gift. After the success of the 
famous Inchon landing in Korea, General 
Matthew Ridgway wrote that if MacAr- 
thur had suggested “that a battalion walk 
on water to reach the port, there might 
have been some ready to give it a try.” 

He learned early in life of the soldier’s 
fierce pride in the honor of his calling. He 
was the son of General Arthur MacAr- 
thur, a Civil War hero who had won the 
Congressional Medal of Honor at age 18 
and later commanded U.S. forces in the 
Philippines. Along with the sense of honor 
in military service, he received from his 
father a treasure of 4,000 books, which he 
explored in his youth with a keen intellect, 
devouring information and finding inspi- 
ration for that “poetry of imagination” he 
would often call upon in later years. 

At West Point, he finished first in his 
class of 94 cadets, having earned more 
points than all but two graduates in the 
history of the academy, one of whom was 
Robert E. Lee. Yet when he graduated as a 
second lieutenant in 1903, wrote Manches- 
ter, he was, like the rest of the Army, “pro- 


fessionally unprepared for the twentieth 
century’s wars. He had never fired a ma- 
chine gun. He knew nothing of barbwire, 
tanks, or amphibious warfare. All West 
Point had given him was a lodestar, the 
academy motto: ‘Duty, Honor, Country.’” 


Duty, Honor, Country. Those three 
hallowed words reverently dictate 
what you ought to be, what you 
can be, what you will be. They are 
your rallying points: to build cour- 
age when courage seems to fail; to 
regain faith when there seems to be 
little cause for faith; to create hope 
when hope becomes forlorn.... They 
give you a temperate will, a quality of 
imagination, a vigor of the emotions, 
a freshness of the deep springs of 
life, a temperamental predominance 
of courage over timidity, an appetite 
for adventure over love of ease. They 
create in your heart the sense of won- 
der, the unfailing hope of what next, 
and the joy and inspiration of life. 
They teach you in this way to be an 
officer and a gentleman. 


He reached the rank of brigadier general 
during World War I and was decorated 
for courage shown in the fighting on the 
western front, receiving the Distinguished 
Service Cross twice and the Silver Star 
seven times. Through “memory’s eye,” he 
recalled for the cadets that day, the cour- 
age and the struggles of the men in his 
command. 


As I listened to those songs [of the 
glee club], in memory’s eye I could 
see those staggering columns of 
the First World War, bending under 
soggy packs on many a weary march, 
from dripping dusk to drizzling dawn, 
slogging ankle deep through the mire 
of shell-pocked roads, to form grimly 
for the attack, blue-lipped, covered 
with sludge and mud, chilled by the 
wind and rain, driving home to their 
objective, and for many, to the judg- 
ment seat of God. 

I do not know the dignity of their 
birth, but I do know the glory of their 
death. They died unquestioning, 
uncomplaining, with faith in their 
hearts, and on their lips the hope that 
we would go on to victory. Always 
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for them: Duty, Honor, Country. 
Always their blood, and sweat, and 
tears, as they sought the way and the 
light and the truth. 


World War II 


His detractors — and they were legion 
— would dwell on his considerable ego, 
noting his fondness for the first person sin- 
gular pronoun. His most famous words are 
in the pledge he made from Australia after 
he had been ordered out of the Philippines, 
over his protests, before the fall of Cor- 
regidor and Bataan in the early months of 
World War II: “I shall return,’ he vowed. 
When the War Department suggested he 
change it to “We shall return,” he refused. 
But MacArthur’s judgment may have been 
based less on narcissistic pride than on a 
shrewd understanding of the dramatic 
effect of his words on the people on the 
islands. After months of promises of sup- 
plies and reinforcements that never came, 
they had more confidence in the general 
than in his country. 

“America has let us down and won’t be 
trusted,” said Carlos Romulo, the Pulitzer 
Prize-winning Filipino journalist who had 
joined MacArthur’s staff as press relations 
officer and would return as Foreign Secre- 
tary in the new Philippines Cabinet. “But 
the people still have confidence in MacAr- 
thur. If he says, he is coming back, he will 
be believed.” 

It was two and a half years later when 
MacArthur did return, landing at Leyte 
with the Sixth Army in October 1944 to 
begin the months-long campaign to take 
back the islands from the Japanese. After 


wading ashore with Philip- 
pines President Sergio Os- 
mena and members of his 
Cabinet, MacArthur strode 
to a mobile broadcast unit 
set up on the beachhead and 
delivered his message to the 
people of the Philippines: 


I have returned. By the 
grace of Almighty God, 
our forces stand again 
on Philippine soil — soil 
consecrated in the blood of our two 
peoples.... Rally to me. Let the in- 
domitable spirit of Bataan and Cor- 
regidor lead on.... For your homes 
and hearth, strike! For future gen- 
erations of your sons and daughters, 
strike! In the name of your sacred 
dead, strike! Let no heart be faint. 
Let every arm be steeled. The guid- 
ance of Divine God points the way. 
Follow in His name to the Holy 
Grail of righteous victory. 


By the end of the war, General MacAr- 
thur had received a fifth star, along with 
a Congressional Medal of Honor for ac- 
tions taken in defense of the Philippines. 
As the Supreme Commander of Allied 
Powers, he received the formal surrender 
of Japan in a ceremony aboard the battle- 
ship USS Missouri on September 2, 1945. 
Norman Cousins, who interviewed him 
after the war, was surprised to learn from 
MacArthur that he had not been consulted 
about the decision to drop atomic bombs 
on Japan a month earlier. 


Norman Cousins, who interviewet 
after the war, was surprised to lear 
MacArthur that he had not been ec 
about the decision to drop atomic bc 
on Japan a month earlier. “He rep 
he saw no military justification fort 


dropping of the bomb, Cousins w 


“He replied that he saw no military jus- 
tification for the dropping of the bomb,” 
Cousins wrote. “The war might have ended 
weeks earlier, he said, if the United States 
had agreed, as it later did anyway, to the 
retention of the institution of the emperor.” 
An article in the May-June 1997 issue of 
the Journal of Historical Review quotes 
MacArthur as saying, “My staff was unan- 
imous in believing that Japan was on the 
point of collapse and surrender.” 

Following the surrender, MacArthur 
spoke in a broadcast to the American 
people: 


A new era is upon us. Even the les- 
son of victory itself brings with 
it profound concern, both for our 
future security and the survival of 
our civilization. The destructive- 
ness of the war potential, through 
progressive advances in scientific 
discovery, has in fact now reached 
a point which revises the traditional 
concept of war.... Military alliances, 
balances of power, leagues of na- 


He promised to return — and did: After promising the Philippine people more than two years earlier that he would return to fight the Japanese 
invaders, General MacArthur led the reconquest of the Philippines to turn the tide against Japan in World War II. The monument below honors him. 
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Though Chinese troops had already 
entered the war by the hundreds 

of thousands, MacArthur was not 
allowed to bomb bases and supply 
depots in Manchuria or the bridges 
over the Yalu River. 


tions have failed, leaving the only 
path to be by way of the crucible of 
war.... We have had our last chance. 
If we don’t now devise some greater 
and more equitable system, Arma- 
geddon will be at our door. The 
problem is basically theological... 
It must be of the spirit if we are to 
save the flesh. 


Korea 

But the uneasy peace that followed World 
War II was shattered at 4:00 a.m. on June 
25, 1950 when 89,000 North Korean 
troops suddenly crossed the 38th paral- 
lel into South Korea. President Truman, 
without authorization from Congress, 
sent U.S. forces to fight on the peninsula 
under MacArthur’s command while insist- 
ing, “We are not at war.” Asked at a press 
conference if it would be correct “to call 


it a police action under the U.N.,” 
the President replied. “Yes, that’s 
exactly what it amounts to.” 

North Korean forces quickly 
overran the South Korean capital of 
Seoul and had U.S. troops pinned 
down on the perimeter of Pusan in 
the southeast corner of the penin- 
sula. That set the stage for MacAr- 
thur’s unveiling of a bold plan to 
land forces behind the enemy lines 
at Inchon and attack the North Ko- 
reans from both directions. Much has 
been made of the general’s flair for the 
dramatic. “Like King David, Alexander 
and Joan of Arc,” wrote Manchester, “like 
virtually all of history’s immortal com- 
manders — he was always performing.” 
And it required one of his greatest per- 
formances to convince the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff that the landing at Inchon was 
feasible. At a conference in Tokyo, Ad- 
miral Forest Sherman, Chief of Naval 
Operations, summed up the Navy’s ob- 
jections: “If every possible geographical 
and naval handicap were listed — Inchon 
has ’em all.” Listening to the arguments, 
MacArthur recalled something his father 
had told him long ago: “Doug, councils 
of war breed timidity and defeatism.” As 
he recounted the event in his memoir, 
Reminiscences, he responded with the 
following: 


Then true and still true: Only the dead have seen the end of war, said General MacArthur, 
quoting Plato. The ranks of the honored dead continue to grow at our military cemeteries, 


including these at Arlington National Cemetery. 
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The very arguments you have made 
as to the impracticalities involved 
will tend to ensure for me the element 
of surprise. For the enemy command- 
er will reason that no one would be 
so brash to make such an attempt... 
Are you content to let our troops stay 
in that bloody perimeter like beef 
cattle in the slaughterhouse? Who 
will take the responsibility for such a 
tragedy? Certainly I will not.... Make 
the wrong decision here — the fatal 
decision of inertia — and we will be 
done. I can almost hear the ticking of 
the second hand of destiny. We must 
act now or we will die. 


The room was hushed at the conclusion 
of his remarks. Finally Admiral Sherman, 
broke the silence. “Thank you. A great 
voice in a great cause.” 

MacArthur got the go-ahead from the 
nervous chiefs. “I wish I had that man’s 
optimism,” Sherman said the next day. 
Admiral James Doyle, who would have to 
execute the landing, observed: “If MacAr- 
thur had gone on stage, we never would 
have heard of John Barrymore.” 

Yet the landing was a success and 
North Korean forces were routed. MacAr- 
thur’s troops crossed the 38th parallel and 
pushed north up toward the Yalu River, the 
border between North Korea and Commu- 
nist China. When Chinese units entered 
the war, driving back the UN forces, Mac- 
Arthur was frustrated by the restrictions 
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put on military actions by an administra- 
tion in Washington that was fearful of 
provoking a wider war with China and 
possibly bringing the Soviet Union into 
the conflict. Though Chinese troops had 
already entered the war by the hundreds 
of thousands, MacArthur was not al- 
lowed to bomb bases and supply depots 
in Manchuria or the bridges over the Yalu 
River. (Later he was told he could bomb 
“the South Korean end” of the bridges, a 
formidable task since some bridges across 
the winding river ran east and west, rather 
than north and south.) 


Fading Away 

When MacArthur’s chafing under the re- 
strictions imposed on his military actions 
became an open secret and a politicial 
problem for Truman, the President re- 
lieved the legendary general of his com- 
mand in April 1951. MacArthur, then 
71, returned home to a hero’s welcome, 
with a tumultuous reception in San Fran- 
cisco, followed by record-setting turnouts 
at parades in his honor in Washington, 
New York, and other American cities. His 
30-minute address to a joint session of 
Congress — ending with the now-famous 
refrain from an old Army ballad, “old sol- 
diers never die, they just fade away” — 
was interrupted with applause 34 times. 
The applause and the cheers followed 
him on a cross-country speaking tour, as 
he inveighed against Truman administra- 
tion policies both foreign and domestic. It 
was, wrote Eric Goldman in The Crucial 
Decade, “the most substantial and noisiest 
fading away in history.” 

The nation, meanwhile, shared Mac- 
Arthur’s frustration over a “no-win” war 
that would cost more than 54,000 Ameri- 
can and more than a million Korean lives 
before the fighting ended in a stalemate 
after three years. George Kennan, the for- 
mer State Department official who was 
credited with being the “architect” of the 
global policy of “containment” of commu- 
nist aggression, described it as “the adroit 
and vigilant application of counter-force at 
a series of constantly shifting geographi- 
cal and political points, corresponding to 
the shifts and maneuvers of Soviet policy.” 
MacArthur had a clearer message, one that 
resonated with the American people: “In 
war, there is no substitute for victory.” 

Eventually, he did fade away, leading a 
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Duty, Honor, Country is the motto of West Point and the theme that 
inspired MacArthur’s greatest eloquence. His farewell address at the 
academy left scarcely a dry eye when delivered on May 12, 1962. 


life of relative calm and quiet in retirement. 
He cautioned President Kennedy against 
committing troops on the Asian mainland. 
Near the end of his days, he urged Presi- 
dent Johnson not to send ground forces 
into Vietnam. Yet he remained confident, 
as he told the cadets on that farewell visit, 
that America’s army would prevail in fu- 
ture conflicts. 


The long gray line has never failed 
us. Were you to do so, a million 
ghosts in olive drab, in brown khaki, 
in blue and gray, would rise from 
their white crosses, thundering those 
magic words: Duty, Honor, Country. 

This does not mean that you are 
warmongers. On the contrary, the sol- 
dier above all other people, prays for 
peace, for he must suffer and bear the 
deepest wounds and scars of war. But 
always in our ears ring the ominous 
words of Plato, that wisest of all phi- 
losophers: “Only the dead have seen 
the end of war.” 


In less than two years, he would join the 
ranks of the dead. As he looked back that 
day on a lifetime of service to his country, 


remembering both victories and defeats, his 
peroration brought the cadets and others in 
the audience to their feet at its conclusion: 


The shadows are lengthening for me. 
The twilight is here. My days of old 
have vanished — tone and tint. They 
have gone glimmering through the 
dreams of things that were. Their 
memory is one of wondrous beauty, 
watered by tears and coaxed and ca- 
ressed by the smiles of yesterday. I 
listen vainly, but with thirsty ear, for 
the witching melody of faint bugles 
blowing reveille, of far drums beat- 
ing the long roll. In my dreams I hear 
again the crash of guns, the rattle of 
musketry, the strange, mournful mut- 
ter of the battlefield. 

But in the evening of my memory 
always I come back to West Point. 
Always there echoes and re-echoes: 
Duty, Honor, Country. 

Today marks my final roll call with 
you. But I want you to know that 
when I cross the river, my last con- 
scious thoughts will be of the Corps, 
and the Corps, and the Corps. 

I bid you farewell. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Armed Esquire 


Sixty-year-old criminal defense attorney 
Sam Bardwell of Titusville, Florida, rou- 
tinely slept in a makeshift office apart- 
ment; however, he was awakened by the 
sound of a motion-triggered fan in his 
residence on April 30. The ABA Journal 
reported that the experienced litigator 
had dealt with enough criminal clients to 
sense foul play, so he immediately went 
to retrieve his gun. Bardwell armed him- 
self and confronted two intruders, who 
promptly fled the scene. Bardwell fired at 
them, but his shot hit a nearby stop sign. 
Police later arrested two suspects with 
the help of a helicopter. Those suspects are 
also alleged to be involved with five other 
burglaries that occurred the same night. 
The two suspects face charges for armed 
burglary, grand theft, two counts of grand 
theft of a firearm, possession of a firearm 
by a convicted felon, and possession of 
crack cocaine, as well as other charges. 


“Gangsta” Lifestyle Ends 
Violently for 13-year-old 


A tragic story out of Birmingham, Ala- 
bama, reminds us all of the dangerous 
and violent circle of a gang-related life- 
style. Thirteen-year-old Ja’Quares Cor- 
tez Walker was the quarterback for his 
middle-school football team and had his 
whole life ahead of him, but on April 27, 
the teenager made the fatal mistake of 
trying to mimic the gang culture that is 
glorified by the media and those around 
him. WBRC reported that the 13-year-old 
entered a gated condominium community 
and laid in wait for potential targets. When 
a couple pulled into their driveway, he ap- 
proached their vehicle wearing a t-shirt 
over his face like a bandana and brandish- 
ing a cocked and loaded gun. Ja’ Quares 
pointed the gun at the male occupant of 
the vehicle and demanded that he “get out 
and give it up!” Unfortunately for the as- 
piring thug, the man had a gun of his own 
and fired at the teenager. Ja’Quares suf- 
fered a mortal wound and collapsed a few 
feet away. Birmingham Police Department 
Sergeant Johnny Williams told WBRC 
that the case appears to be a justifiable 


40 


“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
: ESS ll OEE. 


homicide, and is now being handed over 
to the Jefferson County District Attorney’s 
Office for review. 

It is heartbreaking that such a young 
life had to come to a violent end, but the 
armed homeowner was well within his 
legal rights in defending himself against 
an armed aggressor. Someone using the 
moniker “gasmitty” summed up the trage- 
dy involved in a case like this at defensive- 
carry.com: “What a sorry, sorry reflection 
on the ... culture that’s been bred here.... 
When ‘musicians’ such as rappers get rich 
promoting misogyny, crime and disre- 
spect, and ... when we effectively encour- 
age moral decay with social policies that 
encourage rather than discourage strong 
nuclear families; stories like this one are 
an inevitable result.” 


Don’t Rob Marines 


The Daily News out of Jacksonville, North 
Carolina, reported on April 28 that pros- 
ecutors will not press charges against a 
Camp Lejeune Marine who shot and killed 
two local men who burglarized his home 
and attacked him and two guests. The two 
burglars, Maurice Skinner and Diego Ev- 
erette, were shot and killed by the Marine 
resident around 2 a.m. on April 15. 

The Marine returned to his home at 1:40 
a.m. with another Marine and a civilian 
friend and discovered the sliding glass door 
damaged and his dogs acting strangely. At 
that moment, the two burglars, Everette and 
Skinner, emerged from a bedroom with the 
resident’s 12-gauge shotgun and struck him 
in the face with the butt of the shotgun. The 
two armed and violent assailants ordered 
everyone to the floor and demanded their 
cellphones and wallets. The burglars then 
told the three men that they were going to 
kill them and demanded duct tape and rope. 

Once the resident learned that he and 
his guests were going to be tied up, he be- 
lieved that the criminals would kill them. 
The resident acted as soon as he saw the 
burglar who was holding the shotgun look 
away. The Marine grabbed for the shotgun 
and struggled with the burglar. The two 
men fought with each other, and the sec- 
ond burglar came over and began brutally 
bludgeoning the Marine on the head and 


ear with a crowbar causing him to black 
out. The second Marine joined the fray 
and was beaten with the crowbar as well. 
As the first Marine regained conscious- 
ness, the burglar with the shotgun pointed 
it at him and pulled the trigger. Apparently, 
the burglar did not realize that the shot- 
gun, even though it was loaded, was not 
pumped and did not have a shell cham- 
bered. The resident managed to wrest the 
shotgun from the burglar and shot the man 
twice in the torso. The resident then went 
to the aid of his friend who was being 
pummeled on the floor, and shot the sec- 
ond burglar twice. 

All three victims of the burglary had 
significant injuries and were transported 
to a nearby hospital for treatment. Crime 
scene investigators found blood all over 
the house. The two dead burglars were 
wearing gloves and dark clothing. The de- 
ceased criminals had both served prison 
time for assault, larceny, and drugs, ac- 
cording to the North Carolina Department 
of Correction. Detectives also found stolen 
property that linked the burglars to other 
crimes that same night. 

“These deaths, although tragic for the 
decedents’ families, are justified pursu- 
ant to the facts and circumstances of this 
investigation and the law of North Caro- 
lina,” District Attorney Ernie Lee said as 
he summed up the events of the night. 

Lee said that the evidence clearly 
showed that the self-defense laws of the 
state applied here and the murders were 
justifiable homicides. “After investigation 
by the Jacksonville Police Department and 
reading the statements of the witnesses, 
it is clear that Everette’s and Skinner’s 
death[s] were justified because of the ac- 
tions of Everette and Skinner in burglar- 
izing the residence and assaulting, robbing 
and threatening to kill the occupants of the 
residence,” Lee said in a statement during 
a press conference. 

Families of the deceased criminals re- 
fused to accept the explanation offered by 
the D.A. and instead argued that the de- 
ceased criminals were actually the victims. 
The D.A. reminded them that all of the evi- 
dence portrayed the opposite and that the 
two men were killed in self-defense. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Borrowing Trouble: 
Government Education Loans 


Item: Jn an article entitled, “Obama of- 
ficials push Congress to block doubling of 
student loan interest rate,” the Washington 
Post for April 20 reported: “The Obama 
administration on Friday urged Congress 
to step in to prevent a doubling of the in- 
terest rate on a massive federal student 
loan program this summer, affecting an 
estimated seven million borrowers. Con- 
gress halved the interest rate on federally 
subsidized Stafford loans to 3.4 percent in 
2007. If the legislation isn’t extended, the 
rate reverts to 6.8 percent in July.” 

Item: The Hill, a Washington, D.C., pub- 
lication, reported on May 4 that President 
Obama had 


chastised House Republicans ... for 
passing legislation that would prevent 
an interest rate hike on federally sub- 
sidized student loans by eliminating a 
fund from the healthcare reform law. 
The president accused the GOP of 
looking out for the country’s wealthiest 
at the expense of students and women, 
and said Republicans are showing 
their true colors by insisting that the 
lower interest rates are paid for. 

“I don’t think it’s fair when they 
suggest students like you should pay 
more to help bring down the defi- 
cit, when [Republicans] spent the 
last decade running up the deficit,” 
Obama said at a [student] rally. 


The President, the paper went on, “warned 
an average student would owe an addition- 
al $1,000 a year in loan interest if the re- 
duced rates aren’t extended. ‘And they want 
you to pay an extra $1,000 a year for col- 
lege,’ Obama said. ‘It doesn’t make sense.’” 
Correction: There are a lot of things 
about federal education and loan policies 
that don’t make sense, starting with why 
the federal government is even involved in 
setting policies that are rightfully none of 
its constitutional business. 

That said, why should the government 
be forcing those who don’t attend college 
to underwrite the payments of the 30 per- 
cent or so who will presumably benefit 
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Summer Santa? President Obama lauds his attempts to keep interest rates down on student 
loans for college — though his plan, on average, would lower payments by $7 a month. 


financially and otherwise from getting a 
degree? Moreover, after these subsidized 
loans are handed out, the taxpayers often 
find themselves on the hook for those who 
don’t repay. 

By some counts, there is currently about 
a trillion dollars in outstanding student debt 
in the United States. But the median stu- 
dent borrower owes $12,800, reported the 
Associated Press. As the AP stated, this is 
an amount “even advocates for student bor- 
rowers acknowledge is usually manageable 
and more than worthwhile factoring in the 
economic benefits of a college degree.” 

The President and many others are pur- 
posely conflating several issues involving 
student debt in order to muddy the waters 
about the specific matter at hand. 

The Washington Post and others are 
misleading when they leave the impres- 
sion about how all student loan repay- 
ments are going to double virtually over- 
night. This is untrue. Any increase in the 
payment for a subsidized Stafford loan for 
a new undergraduate would take place in 
4.5 years (six months after graduation). 
There is no “right” to a 3.4-percent loan. 
Such a rate has been in place for a single 
year. This past year (and only then) the in- 
terest rate on certain subsidized Stafford 
loans was 3.4 percent — the result of a 
“temporary” decrease that was phased in 
starting five years ago by the Democrat- 


controlled Congress. The 6.8-percent rate 
is what was in effect in 2007; it is the rate 
of current “unsubsidized” Stafford loans. 

It was no accident that 2012 was chosen 
by the Democrats for the extra subsidy rate 
to expire. Legislators and Presidents and 
would-be Presidents are wont to pander to 
favored groups in such election years. 

However, President Obama, his Educa- 
tion Secretary, his party, and many in the 
mass media have gone well past mislead- 
ing when they say that reducing the sub- 
sidy amount is going to cost beneficiaries 
$1,000 every single year. That $1,000 fig- 
ure actually represents the presumed total 
increase in payments over the lifetime of 
the loan — 10 years or more. They are also 
trying to hoodwink those not paying close 
attention into believing that this jump will 
occur on the bottom line for all students 
with federally backed loans. 

As has been explained by economist 
Douglas Holtz-Eakin, the former director 
of the Congressional Budget Office, such 
an increase might be deemed serious ex- 
cept for the facts, namely: 


except that the president’s plan would 
apply only to those 23 million loans 
being borrowed directly from the 
federal government. Except that not 
all of those would benefit; it would 
apply only to the 9.5 million loans 
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being borrowed through the so-called 
subsidized Stafford loans. Except the 
lower rate would apply only to new 
borrowers who apply this year. Ex- 
cept that no payments are made until 
after graduation, so it would not help 
anyone for several years. Except that 
it would lower monthly payments by 
an average of only $7. 


And the plan would cost taxpayers $6 bil- 
lion in additional spending for just one 
year of this latest bailout. More signifi- 
cant, points out Andrew Biggs, a resident 
scholar at the American Enterprise Insti- 
tute, the “lower payments won’t come 
close to repairing the long-term economic 
damage that new graduates will suffer as 
a result of entering the workforce during 
a downturn.” 

Is college expensive? Yes. In fact, pay- 
ing for school often educates parents too 
— about how to do without many other 
things. Yet, that situation is only exac- 
erbated if you also have to pay for other 
people’s children to go to college with 
your tax dollars. 

Rather than helping, federal subsidies 
feed the rising costs. They increase demand, 
which tends to allow colleges to raise pric- 
es. When someone else is paying for all or 
some of the freight, it also encourages more 
people to go to college who might well be 
better off making other choices. 
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Federal subsidies tamp down those pres- 
sures that would otherwise tend to restrict 
costs. The greater the subsidies, the higher 
the colleges can push their prices. As one 
Boston University professor has put it, 
universities and colleges see federal sub- 
sidies “‘as money that is there for the tak- 
ing.... Tuition is set high enough to capture 
those funds and whatever else we think 
can be extracted from parents.” 

The colleges are acting just as you 
might expect. If the government pro- 
vides an enticement for them to jack up 
their charges, why should we be surprised 
when they do so? The schools might not 
like to admit it, but they too are essentially 
on the dole. As Jeff Jacoby has remarked 
in the Boston Globe: 


Federal financial aid is a major source 


Once again, more government is the 
problem, not the solution. Neal McClus- 
key of the Cato Institute’s Center for Edu- 
cational Freedom observes that colleges 
would not be able to continue to raise their 
prices “if students couldn’t pay them, but 
for decades Washington has ensured that 
they could pay ever more.” He cites 1970- 
2010 College Board figures, adjusted for 
inflation, that show that federal aid has 
gone up right along with increases in pric- 
es at college — from $18 billion in 1970 
to $169 billion in 2010. Writes McCluskey 
in the online Daily Caller: 


of revenue for colleges and universi- 
ties, and aid packages are generally 
based on the gap between what a fam- 
ily can afford to pay to send a student 
to a given college, and the tuition and 
fees that college charges. That gives 
schools every incentive to keep their 
tuition unaffordable. Why would they 
reduce their sticker price to a level 
more families could afford, when 
doing so would mean kissing millions 
of government dollars goodbye? 
Directly or indirectly, government 
loans and grants have led to mas- 


Of course, enrollment increased 
markedly in that time. But that’s 
largely been bad news, with lots of 
people lacking either the ability or 
desire to do college work enrolling, 
taking on debt, but never finishing. 
According to the latest federal 
figures, 43 percent of first-time, full- 
time college students in four-year 
programs don’t graduate within six 
years, and most of those will never 
finish. Worse, 72 percent of students 
in two-year programs don’t complete 
them within three years. Add to that 
the one-third of bachelor’s holders 
who are in jobs that don’t require the 
degree, and massive over-consump- 
tion — not underinvestment — is 
clearly our biggest college problem. 


sive tuition inflation. That has been 
a boon for colleges and universities, 
where budgets, payrolls, and ameni- 
ties have grown amazingly lavish. 


This has been going on for years. And now 
in many quarters, a college education is 
being treated as an entitlement. The fed- 
eral government can’t do enough in its at- 
tempts to curry favors with a greater pro- 
portion of the populace, including students 
and parents. Needless to say, governments 
can only give what they take from others. 
Such practices, it bears repeating, have 
made it much easier for colleges to boost 
what they charge. Writing in the Freeman 
in November 2008, George Leef pointed 
out how the “generosity” of politicians had 
made the situation worse. Politicians sim- 
ply could not resist, he said, 
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the urge to buy votes from families 
with college students (and children 
who might be heading for college) by 
increasing the size of federal grants 
and loans so as to make college “more 
affordable.” Not surprisingly, college 
administrators realized that when the 
subsidies went up, they could charge 
more in tuition. After a few years of 
tuition increases, politicians would 
proclaim that subsidies had to be 
raised to keep college “affordable” 
and to “increase access” for students. 
The subsidy dog was chasing its tu- 
ition tail. Our already bloated high- 
er-education sector just kept happily 
growing, ingesting ever-increasing 
amounts of borrowed money. 


Government intervention has, inevitably, 
bred more intervention. Few in Washington 
seem willing to open their eyes to cause and 
effect. As Mike Broomfield put it in a Heri- 
tage Foundation publication: “In fact, the 


price of a degree has risen right along with 
government spending. Pell grants [for low- 
income students] have increased 475 per- 
cent since 1980, and yet the cost of attend- 
ing college has increased 439 percent since 
1982. It’s a vicious cycle that will only get 
worse with more government subsidies.” 

This is not just a Democratic Party 
phenomenon. Presumptive GOP candi- 
date Mitt Romney has differed with the 
Democrats only in how to “pay for” keep- 
ing the subsidized Stafford loan rate at 3.4 
percent. Republican House Speaker John 
Boehner in late April, as noted by Freder- 
ick Hess in National Review Online, “led 
House Republicans to vote for an Obama- 
proposed giveaway he’d denounced just a 
few days previously.” 

Try as GOP leaders might, they still 
find that it is almost impossible to outbid 
Democrats in giving away other people’s 
money. When the main opposition politi- 
cal party employs a tactic of trying to be 
the lesser of two evils, it is hardly a recipe 
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for national solvency. The President and 
his backers, in the meantime, have more 
on their minds than the extension of sub- 
sidized Stafford loans. With college stu- 
dents and graduates feeling the squeeze, 
the groundwork is already being laid for 
a rewriting of bankruptcy laws, which 
raises an even greater possibility that more 
of those with large debts will walk away 
from the obligations. Industry groups are 
reacting nervously, worried that to change 
the law would tempt students to incur even 
more debt that would not be repaid. 

All the while, the federal government 
is handing out money that it doesn’t have, 
and can’t afford to spend, with the appar- 
ent intention of teaching students that you 
can borrow your way out of debt. The re- 
sults are predictable. In the case of federal 
education handouts, as in so many other 
areas, when the President says he has a 
growing concern, one thing is certain: The 
price is going up. Hi 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !,\5/ WORD 


BY JOHN WHITE 


A Republic of Virtue? 


he American political 
experiment in self- 
rule begins with ev- 


eryone ruling himself. James 
Madison stated it explicitly: 
“We base all our experiments 
on the capacity of mankind for 
self government.” The two es- 
sential elements that undergird 
self-government are freedom 
and personal responsibility. 
Without that, the self-govern- 
ment that we Americans enjoy 
will degenerate either to tyr- 
anny or anarchy (which would 
soon be followed by tyranny). 

The sickening corruption 
in American politics today 
was foreseen by our Founders 
as a very real and dangerous possibility. That is why the Con- 
stitution authorizes impeachment for high crimes (violations of 
law) and misdemeanors (grossly immoral behavior). 

Our Founders understood that, as Madison put it, men are 
not angels. They understood, with Jefferson, that “virtue is not 
hereditary.” They understood that the difference between liberty 
and libertinism is moral self-restraint and respect for the rights 
of others. They understood elected officials would be drawn 
from the seedbed that produces all candidates for office, the 
American society. Without a moral citizenry committed to pub- 
lic virtue, they said, this Republic will not endure. Virtue and 
morality, along with an alert, informed, and involved electorate, 
are the best safeguards against political corruption. Therefore 
they spoke of America as “a republic of virtue.” 

The idea was derived from the Baron de Montesquieu’s 1748 
The Spirit of the Laws, which discusses different political sys- 
tems, from tyranny and monarchy to a republic. Montesquieu 
said that each regime has different requirements of its people. A 
tyranny must cultivate a capacity for fear in people, a monarchy 
must cultivate a capacity for honor, and a republic must cultivate 
a capacity for virtue. 

Self-rule, the Founders said, must always be moral. Even 
more strongly, they said it can only be moral. Otherwise, politics 
will degenerate by the action of dishonorable and dishonest of- 
ficials, urged on by dishonorable and dishonest citizens seeking 
access to power. That undermines our happiness, our security, 
and our future. It will lead straight to social and economic chaos, 
which is always followed by tyranny. 

Listen to the Founders: 

In a 1788 speech, James Madison said: “Is there no virtue 
among us? If there be not, we are in a wretched situation. No theo- 
retical checks — no form of government can render us secure. To 
suppose liberty or happiness without any virtue in the people, is 
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a [vain] idea. If there be suffi- 
cient virtue and intelligence in 
the community, it will be ex- 
ercised in the selection of ... 
men [to hold federal office], so 
that we do not depend on their 
virtue, or put confidence in our 
rulers, but in the people who 
are to choose them.” 

John Witherspoon, a signer 
of the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence, put it simply: “Civil lib- 
erty cannot be long preserved 
without virtue” and a republic 
“must either preserve its virtue 
or lose its liberty.” 

Patrick Henry, the Ameri- 
can Revolution’s “voice of 
liberty,” said it plainly: “Bad 
men cannot make good citizens: ... A vitiated state of morals, 
a corrupted public conscience, is incompatible with freedom.” 

Likewise, Benjamin Franklin warned that as nations become 
corrupt, they have “more need of masters” [dictators] and there- 
fore “only a virtuous people are capable of freedom.” 

So did John Adams: “The foundation of national morality 
must be laid in private families.... Public virtue cannot exist in 
a nation without private virtue, and public virtue is the only 
foundation of republics.” 

George Washington agreed in his Farewell Address: “It is 
substantially true that virtue or morality is a necessary spring of 
popular government.” While praising the Constitution, he said 
that it would survive “only so long as there shall remain any 
virtue in the body of the people.” 

Lack of virtue among the electorate will lead to election of 
nonvirtuous officials. Misuse of freedom — nonvirtuous action — 
ironically results in slavery to our appetites and addictions, which 
in turn leads, via the political process, to anarchy or dictatorship. 

The preservation of freedom is therefore everyone’s respon- 
sibility, and it begins with personal moral alertness and moral 
commitment. Unless we have sufficient good character (moral 
rectitude) and self-discipline (moral fortitude), we will not be 
able to govern ourselves, individually or collectively. And what 
follows from that? We will get exactly the government we de- 
serve: dictatorship and tyranny. 

Reflect on the words of Samuel Adams, the Father of the 
American Revolution: “He therefore is the truest friend to the 
liberty of this country who tries most to promote its virtue and 
who, so far as his power and influence extend, will not suffer a 
man to be chose into any office of power and trust who is not a 
wise and virtuous man.... The sum of all is, if we would most 
truly enjoy this gift of heaven [a free and independent nation], 
let us become a virtuous people.” Hl 
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